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Also, a bill (H. R. 13128) granting an increase of pension to
Frank W. Petmecky; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 13129) granting an increase of peunsion to
Major C. Hungate; to the Committee on Pensions. ¥

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 13130) granting an increase
of pension to Joseph E. Snider; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13131) granting an increase of pension to
James R. Stewart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H, R. 13132) grantjng a pension to Charles Au-
gustus Cline: to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 13133) granting an increase
of pension to Alfred E. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13134) granting a pension to Woedson O.
Angel; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R, 13135) for the relief of
the heirs of James Childers, deceased; to the Committee on
War Claims.

By Mr, EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 13138) for the relief of the
estate of Mrs. I.. W. Davis; to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 13137) for the relief of the estate of T, W.
Quarterman : to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. FRENCH.: A bill (H. R. 13138) for the relief of
Pierson Bros. & Co.; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. GRAHAM : A bill (H. R. 13139) granting an increase
of pension to Henrietta Van Deusen; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13140) granting an increase of pension fo
Herman Bohlmann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 13141) for the relief
of the heirs of William T, Perkins; to the Committeé on Claims.

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY : A bill (H. R. 13142) granting an in-
erease of pension to Mary Macombs; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13143) granting an incréase of pension to
Patrick Conners; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13144) granting an increase of pension to
Mary Stewart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13145) granting an increase of pension to
William 8. Webb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PICKETT: A bill (H. R, 13146) granting an increase
of pension to Asa G. Canfield; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions, .

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 13147) granting a pen-
sion to George W. Lusk; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 13148) for the relief of
James Carroll; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 13149) granting a pension to
Joe Griffin; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 13150) granting a pension to Squire Rog-
ers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13151) granting a pension to George A.
Taylor; to the Committee on Pensions. -

Also, a bill (H. R. 13152) granting a pension to Edward T.
Crouch; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 13153) granting an increase of pension to
Sherman G. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13154) granting an increase of pension to
Daniel H. Parrott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13155) for the relief of William Gardner;
to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R, 13156) for the relief of Robert H, Don-
nelly; to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 13157) for the relief of John W. Wil-
lams; to the Commitiee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H., R. 13158) for the relief of Arthur Allen; to
the Committee on Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 13159) to correct the military record of
Frederick F. Loftis; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R, 13160) granting
an increase of pension to Rebecca M. Clark; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions,

. PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
pn the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of Keith Spalding and sundry
other citizens of Tinley Park, Ill., praying for the enactment
of legislation to provide for the inspection of nursery stock; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of Walter H. Fearn, M. D., in favor
pf House resolution 220; to the Committee on Rules.

Also, petition of San Francisco Branch, United States Civil
Service Retirement Association, against House bills 1696 and
1713, ete.; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO

By Mr. KINDRED : Resolution of American Medical Associa-
tion, relating fo the food and drugs act; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska : Petition of citizens of Unien,
Nebr., requesting a reduction in duty on raw and refined sugars;
to the Committee on Ways and Means, '

By Mr. WHITE: Papers to accompany House bill 13031,
granting an increase of pension to Ford P. Hoff; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany House bill 13032, granting an in-
crease of pension to George E. Willey; to the Commitiee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany House bill 13033, granting an in-
crease of pension to Samuel A, Gibson; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany House bill 13034, granting an in-
crease of pension to Thomas Whissell; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany House bill 13035, for the relief of
Bennett F. Jackson; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Papers to accompany House
bill 13160, granting an increase of pension to Rebecca M. Clark;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

1 - SENATE.
Turspay, August 1, 1911,

Prayer by the Chaplain, Reyv. Ulysses G. B. Plerce, D. D.

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.
EMPLOYEES IN IRON AND STEEL INDUSTRY.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-

-cation from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmitting,

in partial compliance with a resolution of the Senate of June
23, 1910, a report dealing with the wages and hours of labor in
the principal occupations in the iron and steel industry in the
United States, which, with the accompanying papers, was re-
ferred to the Committee on Printing.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. J. C.
South, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to
the amendment of the Senate No. 1 to the joint resolution
(H. J. Res. 130) making appropriations for certain expenses
of the House of Bepresentatives incident to the first session of
the Sixty-second Congress; agrees to the amendment of the Sen-
ate No. 2 with an amendment, in which it requested the con-
currence of the Senate; disagrees to the residue of the amend-
ments of the Senate to the joint resolution; asksa conference with
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon;
and had appointed Mr. Frrzeerarp, Mr. BARTLETT and Mr.
CAanNoN managers at the conference on the part of the House.

LEMON INDUSTREY IN CALIFOENTA.

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, a few minutes before ad-
journment last evening the junior Senator from Maine [Mr.
JorxsoN] offered an amendment to the pending House free-list
bill placing lemons on the free list. The amendment has not
been considered by the Ways and Means Committee of the
House nor by the Finance Committee of the Senate. It seems
to me an unfair advantage that the representatives of this great
industry should not have an opportunity of being heard upon it.

As under the agreement we are debarred from speaking upon
questions of amendment to-day, I ask permission of the Senate
to insert in the Recomp the following letter addressed to me,
with accompanying data, giving the imports and value of lemons
during the last two years, the amount of revenue to the Govern-
ment therefrom, and also the present status of the supply of
lemons from California.

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the letter
and accompanying data will be printed in the Recorp. The
Chair hears none.

The matter referred to is as follows:

Hon. George C. PERKIXNS,
United States Senate. :

DEAR SENATOR : As representing the citrus-fruit growers of California,
I beg to submit for your information the following:

The producers of California citrus fruit desire an opportunity of
being heard before any action is taken by the present session of Con-
gress on the schedule affecting citrus fruit. They are now causing to
be tabulated data statistics covering all features and phases of the
lemon industry, in both California and Sicily, and from the ground to
the consumer. To get this vast amount of data in suceinet and intelll-
gent form requires the expenditure of a &ood deal of time and a lar
amount of labor, and we respectfully submit that full hearing of all

. t facts should be necorded the domestic producers.

The output of California citrus fruits this year is the greatest in its
history, a total of about forty-odd thousand carloads of oranges and
about 7,000 carloads of lemons being ship The amount of capital
invested in the cltrus-frult industry in California is approximately

AvGUsT 1, 1911,
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3106.800,000. One hundred and fifty thousand citlzens of the United
tates and residents of the State of California are directly dependent
on that industry for a livelihood.

Regarding California lemons specifically, will say that the production
has Inereased about 25 per cent since the Payne-Aldrich Act took effect,
with also an increase in planting since the same date of 30 per cent.
Before the tariff of 13 cents per pound on fore lemons went into
effect California was §roducins about 40 per cent of the lemons con-
sumed fn the United States, and since that time about 50 per cent of
the entire consumption.

FOREIGN LEMONS.

The records of the United States Treasury Department will show that
the {ncrease in imports of foreign lemons was about 25,000,000 pounds
for the year immediately’ following the passage of the Payne-Aldrich
Act, as compared with the year Immediately preceding. But to bring
it down to the present time, will note from the records of the New
York Fruit Exchange: 5

0Xe8..

Recelpts of foreign lemons at port of New York, June, 1009___ 238, 500
Receipts of foreign lemons at port of New York, June, 1010___ 307, 000
Receipts of forelgn lemons at l;:oort: of New York, June, 1011__. 359, 000
Recelpts of foreign lemons July 1 to 28, 1910 e 265, 920
Recelpts of foreign lemons July 1 to 28, 1911_______________ 387, 525

By reference to these figures it will readily be seen that imports have
greatly increased under the duty of 13 cents per pound.
REVENUE.

The revenue collected on imported lemons during the fiscal year 1009
was £1,350,738.88, and in 1910 (which mmgnhende{l 11 months after
the ggssage of the Payne-Aldrich Act) the utg collected amounted to
$2,233,626.87, the largest revenue ever collected in any one fiscal year
on imported lemons.

FRICE.

Without going Into this feature extensively, I just wish to call to yoor
attention prices which each and every Member of Congress can himself
readily verify. In the city of Washington, D. C., in the immediate
neiﬁhborhood of Seventh Street and Pennsylvania Avenue NW., good
quality, 800 and 3060 sizes, lemons have at no time for many months
past higher than 15 cents per dozen, frequently at 10 cents per
dozen, but a general average price would be 12 cents per dozen, These
low prices to the consumer have grevailed only since the Payne-Aldrich
Act went into effect. The yield of apples In the United States last year
was 23,825,000 barrels, and, with no import duty on this variety of
fruit, theg have practically for many months been selling for 5 cents
an individual fruit; or, in other words, the cost of two to three apples

vals the cost of a dozen lemons. In further confirmation of low prices
of lemons since the Payne-Aldrich Act became effective, will note that
the selling price of lemons during the week preceding the 4th of July is

enerally one of the highest of the summer, and for that week, ending

fn!y 1, 1911 (duty 13} cents per pound), the average f. o. b. price per

box for California lemons was $1.47 less than the average f. o. b, dII).IE-
ing the same period in 1909 (duty 1 cent per pound).

YVery truly, yours,
W. L. MovLToN.

COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF VISIBLE SUPPLY OF LEMONS AND RANGE OF

PRICES JUNE 24, 1611, NEW XYORK.

This table shows that lemons have decreased in cost to the consumer
during a period of four years, the last two years being under the Payne-
Aldrigh tarilf rate of 137 cents per pound. Note tl_1.e grice of $4.40 per
box In 1907 for choice firsts as compared with $3.874 in 1911.

Also note the Increased product of California—only 39,680 boxes on
the New York market June 24, 1907, as against 97,600 June 24, 1911.

11 | 1010 | 1009 | 1908 | 10907

248,000 | 175,000
97,000 | 64,840
347,600 | 239,840

174,550
05, 600
240,150

214,000
32,640
246, 640

Elcﬂry: Available for sale next 8 weeks.
California: Shipments 7 days end-
ing Wednesday, 305 cars. ..........

33,680
341,930

Carloads of California lemons taken as of 320 boxes each.

Range of prices for Bicily lemons at closing sale of week ending June
e}, 1911, and corresponding weeks in previous years.

1011 1810 1009 1908 1907
First cholce, 300s. ... .. [$3. 873-85.00 [$3. 75 —§7. 12483, 40-85. 05(32. 60-83. 50/84. 40-85. 00
.Becond choice, 300s. ...| 3.00°- 4.374( 4.87}- 6.00 | 2.60- 3.65/ 2.05- 2.50| 3.35- 4.40
First choice, 360s......| 4.37}- 5.50 | 5.50 - 6.75 | 3,40~ 5.05| 2.50- 8.25( 4.20- 5.00
Recond chofce, 380s_. .| 3.25 - 4.373| 4.621~ 5.0624| 2.00- 3.90] 2.05- 2.40/ 3.15- 4.30
Fair to best,smallsizes | 3.12}- 5.00 | 4.50 - 6.25 | 3.00- 5.00] 2.10- 8. 25/ ..........
Wasty lots down to.... 1874 B0t 0. e

Shipments of lemons from southern Californie from 1897 to 1910,
inclusive,

Estimated
number of
mmdsh (84
n
MM!)_P“

Estimated

number of

boxes (312
per car).
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302,250

A BRIEF RECAPITULATION OF THE LEMON INDUSTRY IN CALIFORNIA, WITH
REFERENCE TO ACREAGE FPLANTED AND AVAILABLE FOR LEMON GROWING
IN THAT STATE.

The lemon industry was established in California about 20 years ago.
In the course of 10 years 6,500 acres were planted in the southern
portion of the State. The Dingleg Tarif Act encouraged development,
and the acreage amounted In 1892 to 15,000 acres. It was then found
that the tariff rate of 1 cent tﬁer pound was not sufficlent protection
and the acreage decreased until in 1004 there were only about 9,200
acres,

At this point in the history of the lemon Industry the transcontinental
rallroads awoke to the fact that it was but a guestion of time until the
coltivation of lemons in California would cease; and they reduced the
rate on this product from $1.25 t6 $1 per pound from points In Califor-
nia to points in the United States and Canada. With this incentive
the acreage Increased until in 1909 we had 16,700 acres, with an annuai
output of 1,585,000 boxes. Since the passage of the Payne-Aldrich
tarif bill, which inereased the duty on lemons to 13 cents per pound
the increased output of California lemons has been 25 per cent, and
the acreage planted has been increased 30 per cent; and instead of
supplying only about 30 per cent of the demand In the United States,
California now supplies nearly 50 per cent.

The following statement of lemon plantings In California In 1000-10
and of avallable acreage suitable for the production of lemons, shows
the progress that has n made under proper protection.

Planti Reiilshlmé?n_d
Plantings ntings vailable
arranged for lemon grows-
Counties. m;;:o Yor negt | Total. T
spring. water is or can
be developed.
Acres. Acres. | Acres. Acres.
100 300 | 400 8,000
30 150 180 1,000
200 500 700 (O]
00 1,000 | 1,500 5,000
100 200 300 2,000
250 500 750 10,000
1,200 2,000 | 3,200 10, 000
, 000 500 | 1,500 20,000
4,380 5,150 | 8,530 56,000

1 The lemons in Tulare County are produced almost entirely in one crop in the fall.
There is practically unlimited land there, no great propertion of which will probably
ever be set out on account of the com tively small consumption of lemons at that
season of the year. When the plan now being made in that section come into
m\ve will have a solution of the problem of the high prices that have heretofore
gi " in the period between the old and new crops of southern California and

cily.

Table showing comparative monthly consumpiion of domestic and
foreign lemons.

Imported lemons. | California lemons. | Total consumption.
Months. Total | Fercent
Per cent | Carloads, | Percent | Carloads, | oo | of year's

imports. |erop 1008.] sold. crop. tnonth. supply for
. month.

4 280 9 450 730 0.08

4.7 329 9 450 770 6. 49

81 57 7.5 375 042 7.8

11,3 ™ 7.5 375 1,150 0. 65

14 080 11.5 575 1,665 12.96

18 1,200 12.5 625 1,88 15.71

16.4 1,148 13.5 675 1,823 15.20

8.5 665 4.5 225 800 7.43

4 280 3.5 175 455 3.80

2.8 196 7 350 540 4.55

4 280 85 425 706 5. 85

3.3 21 6 300 531 4.43

100.0 7,000 100.0 5,000 13,000 100. 00

THE COTTON SCHEDULE.

Mr. LIPPITT. I give notice that to-morrow, after the routine
morning business, I shall submit some remarks on the proposed
amendments to the cotton schedule.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The VICE PRESIDENT presented resolutions adopted at a
meeting of American and British residents of Honolulu, Hawail,
praying for the ratification of the proposed treaty of arbitra-
tion between the United States and Great Britain, which were
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations,

‘Mr. WARREN presented a resolution adopted by the Arizona
Wool Growers’ Association July T, 1011, remonstrating against
the enactment of any legislation proposing to reduce the tariff
on wool and meats until the Tariff Commission shall make its
report upon these subjects, which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. O'GORMAN presented the petitions of J. E. Butler, of
North White Plains; M. M. Josephs, of Rochester; of Dr.
J. F. Halley, F. Beyer, 8. Jacobs, H. Geller, C. L. Perillo, M.
Cohen, M. H. Brown, A. A. Greene, M. Stembler, Charles .
Massey, G. A. Ellison, P. Hogan, R. M. Drew, I. Nadel, G.
Baker, W. Cooke, H. Wehl, J. Frank, E. 8. Fleisser, J. J. Zeller,
E. A. Marks, M. Golomb, E. J. Maloney, J. Smith, H. J Lloyd,
and A. Cohen, of Brooklyn; of J. G. Bentz, P. Henry, P. J.
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Quinn, J. A. McEntyre, W. B. Wilson, J. J. Fraley, J. C. Jack,
M. Levin, M, Rose, W. J. Harber, J. J. Zieger, J. Sweeney, B.
Cohen, R. Levin, . Nevins, J. Hughes, T. J. Barry, P. Gray,
J. O. Murphy, J. J. Lee, J. J. Siegel, C. M. Boyle, Joseph White,
H. T. Miller, D. Weil, F. Kohler, E. Roth, 8. E. Allen, J. Bail,
J. Spencer, R. Johnson, 8. Witt, and F. Schaefer, of New York
City, all in the State of New York, praying for the repeal of
the duty on lemons, which were referred to the Committee on
Finance. :

Mr. GAMBLE presented the memorial of E. M. Hamlin and
sundry other citizens of Bellefourche, 8. Dak., remonstrating
against the passage of the so-called Johnston Sunday-rest bill,
which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of the Alameda County
Pharmaceutical Society, of California, remonstrating against
the imposition of a stamp tax on proprietary medicines, which
was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. SHIVELY presented resolutions adopted at a convention
of the Middle States Textile Manufacturers’ Association, held
at French Lick Springs, Ind., praying for the establishment of
a permanent Tariff Commission, which were ordered to lie on
the table.

Mr. ROOT presented 96 petitions of citizens of Brooklyn,
N. Y., and 133 petitions of citizens of New York City, N. Y.,
praying for the repeal of the duty on lemons, which were
referred to the Committee on Finance.

ABBISTANT CLEEE T0O COMMITTEE ON THE CENSUS.

Mr. BRIGGS, from the Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred Sen-
ate resolution 119, submitted by Mr. LA ForLreTe on the 27th
ultimo, reported it without amendment, and it was considered
by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on the Census be, and it is hereby,
authorized to employ an assistant elerk at a salary of $1,200 per annum.

MESSENGER TO COMMITTEE ON INDIANX AFFAIRS,

Mr. BRIGGS, from the Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred Sen-
ate resolution 70, submitted by Mr. GaAMBLE on the 16th ultimo,
reported it without amendment, and it was considered by unani-
mous consent and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Indlan Affairs be, and it is hereby,
authorized to employ a messenger at a salary of $1,440 per annum.

ASSISTANT CLERE TO COMMITTEE ON INTEERSTATE COMMERCE.

Mr. BRIGGS, from the Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred Sen-
ate resolution No. 122, submitted by Mr. Comuixs (for Mr.
Crarp) on the 28th ultimo, reported it without amendment, and
it was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as
follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce {s hereby au-
thorized to employ an assistant clerk at a salary of $1,200 per annum.

BILLS AND A JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED.

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred
as follows:

By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine:

A bill (8. 3131) granting an increase of pension to Ira Flagg
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CULLOM :

A bill (8. 8132) granting a pension to Deborah B. Roman;
and

A bill (8. 3133) granting an increase of pension to Samuel
Osborne (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Pensions,

By Mr. BROWN:

A bill (8. 3134) granting an increase of pénsion to Myron
Richards;

A Dbill (8. 3135) granting an inerease of pension to Samuel R.
Vose; and

A bill (8. 3136) granting an increase of pension to Harrison
Presson; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BURTON:

A bill (8. 8137) granting an increase of pension to John H.
Mumaw ;

B%l bill (8. 3138) granting an increase of pension to Charles
all;

MA btl;u (8. 3139) granting an increase of pension to Pauline G.
urpiy;

A bill (8. 3140) granting an increase of pension to George
MecCrea ;

A bill (8. 8141) granting an increase of pension to Emily B.

ith;

A bill (8. 3142) granting an increase of pension to Joseph B.
Hill; and

A bill (8. 3143) granting a pension to Sarah McLean (with
accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. OLIVER: i

A bill (8. 3144) granting an increase of pension to William
Boyd (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen-
sions,

By Mr. PAYNTER:

A bill (8. 3145) for the relief of W. J. Vanhoose, heir of Felt
Vanhoose (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on
Claims.

A bill (8. 3146) granting a pension to John Burke (with ac-
companying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BORAH :

A Dbill (8. 3147) granting an increase of pension to Charles
Blair (with accompanying papers) ;.to the Committee on Pen-
sions,

By Mr. GAMBLE:

A bill (8. 3148) granting an increase of pension to Horace H.
Warren; to the Committee on Pensions.

(By reguest.) A bill (8. 3149) providing for the retirement of
enlisted men of the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps of the
United States; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. OWEN: ;

A bill (8. 3150) .to extend time of payment of balance due for
lands sold under act of Congress approved June 17, 1910; to the
Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr, GORBE:

A bill (8. 3151) to extend time of payment of balance due for
lands sold under act of Congress approved June 17, 1910 (with
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr, OWEN:

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 46) aunthorizing a per capita
distribution of the tribal funds of the Choctaw, Chickasaw,
Cherokee, and Seminole Indians; to the Committee on Indian
Affairs,

MESSENGERS TO COMMITTEES.

Mr. PAYNTER submitted the following resolution (8. Res.
125), which was read and referred to the Committee to Andit
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate:

Resolved, That each of the following-named committees is hereby an-
thorized to employ a messenger at a salari of $1,200 Per annum :
Standards, Welghts, and Measures; on the Mississippi River and its
Tributaries; on Rallroads; on the University of the United States; on
Pacific Railroads; to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service;
on Indian Depredations ; to Investigate Trespassers upon Indian Lands;
on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard; and on the Geolo
Survey ; and that said salaries be paid out of the contingent fund of the
Senate until otherwise provided for by law.

TARIFF DUTIES ON WOOL.

Mr. GORE. I ask unanimous consent to have printed as a
public document (8. Doc. No. 82) a comparative table respect-
ing the duties on wool in Canada and the United States. It
has been already printed in the Recorp.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of
the Senator from Oklahoma?

Mr. SMOOT. I did not hear the request of the Senator. I
should like to have him repeat it. 3

Mr, GORE. I ask to have printed as a public document the
comparative table which I had inserted in the CONGRESSIONAL
Recorp a few days ago.

The VICE PRESIDENT. As a Senate document. Is there
objection? The Chair hears none. The order is entered.

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of
the House of Representatives agreeing to the amendment of the
Senate No. 1, agreeing to the amendment of the Senate No. 2
with an amendment, disagreeing to the residue of the amend-
ments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 130)
making appropriations for certain expenses of the House of
Representatives incident to the first session of the Sixty-second
Congress, and requesting a conference with the Senate on the
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon.

Mr. WARREN. I move that the Senate-disagree to the
amendment of the House of Representatives to the amendment
of the Senate No. 2; insist upon its amendments to the joint
resolution; agree to the conference asked for by the House on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon: and that the
conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Chair,

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice President appointed
Mr. WaRereN, Mr. GaMmere, and Mr. CuLBersoN conferees on the
part of the Senate.

: PROPOSED REDUCTION OF DUTIES.
Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, it was my intention to
offer as an amendment to the free-list bill, which is to be voted
upon to-day, the amendment which I submitted on July 25,
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providing for the reduction at the rate of one-tenth per annum
of all duties the importations under which do not equal one-
tenth of the total domestic production of the United States,
but yielding to the general sentiment upon this side of the
Senate that the freelist bill should not be embarrassed by
amendments relating to other schedules or general amendments,
I have concluded to reserve the amendment to be offered later
on upon the cotton bill or such other legislation as may be
presented to the Senate by the House,

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I ask if the morning business
has cloged?

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has not. Is there other morn-
ing business? The morning business is closed and the Chair
lays before the Senate House bill 4413,

THE FREE LIST.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4413) to place on the free list
agricultural implements, cotton bagging, cotton ties, leather,
boots and shoes, fence wire, meats, cereals, flour, bread, timber,
lumber, sewing machines, salt, and other articles.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Bacon Cummins Lodge Rayner
Baile Curtis Lorimer Reed
Bankhead Davis MeCumber Richardszon
Borah _ Dillingham McLean Root
Bourne Dixon Martin, Va. Bhively
Brandegee Fletcher Martine, N. J. S8immons
Prige: Foster Myers Smith, Md.
Bristow Gamble Nelson Smith, Mich.
Brown Gore Newlands Smoot
Bryan Gronna Nixon Stephenson
Burnham Guggenheim O'Gorman Btone
Burton Heyburn Oliver Swanson
Chamberlain Hitcheock Overman Taylor
Chilton Johnson, Me. Owen Thornton
Clapp Johnston, Ala. Pnge Townsend
Clark, Wyo. Jones Paynter Warren
Clarke, Ark. Kenyon Penrose Watson
Crane Kern Perkins Wetmore
Crawford La Follette Poindexter Works
Cullom Lippitt Pomerene

Mr. TAYLOR. My colleague [Mr. Lea] is absent from the
city on account of illness.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-nine Senators have an-
swered to the roll eall. A quorum of the Senate is present.
The Secretary will read the bill.

The Secretary read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That on and after the day following the passage
of this act the mnongg articles shall be exempt from duty when
1miwrted into the United States:

’lows, tooth and disk harrows, headers, harvesters, reapers, agri-
cultural drills and planters, mowers, horserakes, cultivators, threshing
machines and cotton gins, farm wagons and farm carts, and all other
agricultural implements of any kind and desecription, whether spe-
cifieally mentioned herein or not, whether in whole or in parts, includ-
ing3 repalr parts.

agging for cotton, gunny ecloth, and all similar fabrics, materials,
or coverings, suitable for covering and baling cotton, composed in
whole or in part of jute, jute butts, hemp, flax, seg, Russlan seg, New
Zealand tow, Norwegian tow, aloe, mill waste, cotton tares, or any
other materials or fibers suitable for covermf cotton ; and burlaps and
bags or sacks com d wholly or in part of jute or burlaps or other
material suitable for bagging or sacking agricultural products.

Hoop or band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to lengths, punched
or not punched, or wholly or xfnnrtly manufactured into hoops or ties,
coated or not coated with paint or any other preparation, with or
witiiout buckles or fastenin for baling cotton or any other com-
m%?:lt‘v: and wire for ballng hay, straw, and other agricultural

roducts.
o Grain, huff, split, rongh and sole leather, band, bend, or belting
leather, boots and shoes made wholly or in chief value of leather made
from cattle hides and cattle skins of whatever weight, of cattie of the
bovine species, Including calfskins; and harness, saddles, and saddlery,
in sets or in parts, finished or unﬁnished. composed wholly or in chief
value of leather; and leather cut into shoe uppers or vamps or other
forms sultable for conversion Into manufactured artlcles.

Barbed fence wire, wire rods, wire strands or wire rope, wire woven
or manufactured for wire fencing, and other kinds of wire suitable for
fencing, including wire staples.

BeeE veal, mutton, lamb, pork, and meats of all kinds, fresh, salted,
pickled, dried, smoked, dressed or undressed, prepared or preserved in
any manner; bacon, hams, shoulders, lard, lard compounds and lard
substitutes; and sausage and sausage meats.

Buckwheat flour, corn meal, wheat flour and semolina, rye flour,
bran, middlings, and other offals of grain, oatmeal and rolled oats, and
oods ; and Dbiscuits, bread, wafers, and similar

ull prepared cereal fe
articles not sweetened.

Timber, hewn, sided, or squared, round timber used for spars or in
building whnrvesi shingles, laths, ienc!n posts, eawed boards, planks,
deals, and other lumber, rough or dressed, except boards, planks, deals,
and other lumber, of lignum-vitse, lancewood, ebony, box, granadilla,
mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all other cabinet woods.

Sewing machines, and all parts thereof.

Salt, whether in bulk or in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate as in
Committee of the Whole and open to amendment, A

Mr., GRONNA. I offer the following amendment and ask
that it may lie on the table. I wish to have it read. I will
call it up later. : X

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the Senator does not nogw
offer the amendment? The Chair thinks it is not in order,
under the unanimous-consent agreement, to offer amendments to
be laid over.

Mr. GRONNA. I offer it now, and I ask that it be read.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator from North Dakota
offers an amendment, which the Secretary will read.

The SeEcrerArY. On page 3, line 9, after the word “ articles,”
strike out the words * not sweetened,” so as to make the para-
graph read: ]

Buckwheat flour, eorn meal. wheat flour and semolina, rye flour,
bran, middlings, and other offals of grain, oatmeal and rolled oats, and
::_I“ J{:ﬁ[}ﬂred cereal food%; and biscults, bread, wafers, and similar

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Dakota.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. GRONNA, I offer the following amendment.

The SECRETARY. On page 2, after the word “shoes,” in line
16, strike out the words *‘made wholly or in chief value of
leather made from cattle hides and cattle skins of whatever
weight, of cattle of the bovine species, including ealfsking,
and,” so as to read:

Grain, buff, eplit, rough and sole leather, band, bend, or belting
leather, boots and shoes; harness, saddles, and saddlery, ete.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. GRONNA. At the bottom of page 3, T move to add:

Roman, Portland, and other hydraunlic cement, and lime.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment submitted by the Senator from North Dakota.
[Putting the question.] The noes seem to have it.

Mr. GRONNA. T ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to
the amendment,

Mr, BAILEY.
again stated.

The Secretary again stated the amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota
asks for the yeas and nays on the amendment.

The yeas and nays were not ordered.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment. -

The amendment was rejected.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the next
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr,
GRONNAJ

The SecReTARY. On page 3, after line 18, it is proposed to add
the following:

Coal and coke of all kinds, including coal slack and compositions used
fm;ureuel in which coal or coal dust Is the component materlal of chief
va 2

Mr. GRONNA. T ask for the yeas and nays on that amend-
ment.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, the Secretary read the amend-
ment very hurriedly. I ask that it be again read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary
will again state the amendment.

The Secretary again stated the amendment,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will eall the roll

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll,

Mr. BACON (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. I trans-
fer that pair to the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Lea]
and vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Gar-
LINGErR]. By arrangement with the senior Senator from North
Dakota [Mr. McCumper], who is paired with the senior Sena-
tor from Mississippi [Mr. Peroy], I transfer my pair with the
Senator from New Hampshire to the Senator from Mississippi
and will vofe. I vote “nay.” I make this announcement for
th

Mr. President, T ask that the amendment be

e day.

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). Because of
my general pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina
[Mr, Tizrmax] I am unable to vote upon this amendment or
upon any other amendment that may be offered to the bill or
on the guestion of the final passage of the bill. I make this
announcement at this time for the day. I will add that if the
Senator from South Carolina were present, and I were at lib--
erty to vote, I should vote against this amendment, and I
should also vote against the final passage of the bill,
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Mr. RICHARDSON (when Mr. pv Poxt's name was called).
My colleagne [Mr. pu Poxt] is necessarily absent from the
Chamber. He has a general pgir with the senior Senator from
Texas [Mr, Courpersox]. If my colleague were present, he
would vote “nay.” I make this announcement for the day.

Mr. BURNHAM (when Mr. GALLINGER'S name was called).
My colleague [ Mr, GALLINGER] i8 necessarily absent. He is paired
with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Davis], which pair, I
understand, has been transferred to the Senator from Missis-
sippi [Mr. I’ercy]. If my colleague were present, he wonld
vote “nay.”

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). I am paired on
all votes to-day with the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr.
Wizpiams]. I make this announcement for the day.

Mr. SMOOT (when Mr. SUTHERLAND'S name was called). My
colleagne [Mr. SUTHERLAND] received notice of the death of his
father yesterday and left for home yesterday evening. He has
a general pair with the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr.
Rayxer]. I shall allow this notice to stand for the day.

The roll eall was concluded.

Mr. RAYNER (after having voted in the negative). I voted
by mistake, as I am paired with the junior Senator from Utah
[Mr. SUTHERLAND].

Mr. BACON. I am requested to announce that the senior
Senator from Texas [Mr, CuLeersoN] is paired with the Sena-
tor from Delaware [Mr. pu Poxt].

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 52, as follows:

YEAS—24,
Bailey Crawford Gronna Martine, N. J.
Borah Cummins Hiteheock Nelson
Bristow Dixon Johnson, Me. O0'Gorman
Brown Fletcher Kengon Owen
Bryan Gamble, La Follette Pomerene
Clapp Gare McCumber Watson

NAYS—52.
Daecon Cullom Myers Simmons
Bankhead Curtis Newlands Smith, Md.
Bourne Davis Nixon Smith, Mich.
Bradley Foster Oliver Smith, 8. C,
Brandegee Guggenheim Overman Smoot
Brigzs Heyburn Page Stone
Burnham Johnston, Ala. Paynter Bwanson
Burton ones Perkins Taylor
Chamberlain Li:()ipitt Polndexter Thornton
Chilton Reed Townsend
Clark, Wyo. Lorimer Richardson Warren
Clarke, Ark. MecLean Root Wetmore
Crane Martin, Va Shively Works

NOT VOTING—14.

Culberson Gallinger Percy Tillman
Dillingham Kern Rayner Williams
du Pont Lea Stephenson -
Frye Penrose Butherland

So Mr. GronxnA's amendment was rejected.

Mr. GRONNA. I offer the amendment which I send to the
desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SecreTARY. On page 3, after line 9, it is propsed to
insert:

Apples, peaches, iulncea. cherries, plums, pears, berries, cranberries,
and pineapples, in their natnral condition,
Lemons, oranges, limes, grapefruit, and shaddocks, or pomelos,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment,

The amendment was rejected.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Are there other amendments fo be
offered?

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I move, beginning with the
word “beef,” in line 1, on page 3, to strike out all down to and
including the word “ meats,” in line 5 of page 3.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SecrerTAry. Beginning at the top of page 3, it is pro-
posed to strike ount the following paragraph:

Beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, and meats of all kinds, fresh, salted,
pickled, dried, smoked, dressed or undressed, prepared or preserved in
any manner; bacon, hams, shounlders, lard, lard compounds and lard
substitutes; and sausage angd sausage mesats,

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, on that amendment I demand
the yeas nnd nays.

The ye:s and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll

Mr. BACON (when his name was called). Again announcing
the transfer of my pair with the senior Senator from Maine
[Mr, Frye] to the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Lea), I
vote “nay.”

Mr. BURNHAM (when Mr. GALLINGER'S name was called).
I make the same announcement as before regarding my col-
lengue [Mr. Garrineer], and will state that if he were present,
he would vote “nay.”

Mr. GUGGENHEIM (when his name was called).

I have a

general pair with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr, PAYS-

TER], who is unavoidably detained. I therefore withhold my
vote,

Mr. RAYNER (when his name was called). I am paired
with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. SuTHERLAND], but I
understand he would vote “nay ™ if present. Therefore I vote
“ Ilﬂ_"."

The roll eall having been concluded, the result was an-
nounced—yeas 14, nays 63, as follows:

YEAS—14.
Bailey Clapp Gamble La Follette
Borah Crawford Heyburn Townsend
Bourne Cummins Jones
Bristow Dixon Kenyon

NAYS—63.
Bacon Davis Myers Shively
Bankhead Fletcher Nelson Simmons
Bradley Foster Newlands Smith, Md.
Brandegee Gore Nixon Smith, Mich,
Briggs Gronna 0'Gorman Bmlith, 8. C.
Brown Hitcheock Oliver Smoot
Bryan Johnson, Me Overman Stephenson
Burnham Johnston, Ala. Owen Stone
Burton ]\‘frn Page Swanson
Chamberlain L 0E{:ltt Perkins Taylor
Chilton Lodge Poindexter Thornton
Clark, Wyo. Lorimer Pomerene Warren
Clarke, Ark. McCumber Rayner Watson
Crane McLean Reed Wetmore
Cullom Martin, Va. Richardson Works
Curtis Martine, N. J. Root

NOT VOTING—13.

Culberson Gallinger Penrose Williams
Dillingham Guggenhelm Pere
da Pont Lea Butherland
Frye Paynter Tillman

So Mr. BAmLey's amendment was rejected.

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I move to strike out, beginning
with the word “ buckwheat,” in line 6, down to and including
the word “ sweetened,” in line 9, on page 2.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The -SECRETARY. On page 3, beginning with line 6, it is pro-
posed to strike out the following paragraph:

Buckwheat flour, corn meal, wheat flour and semolina, rye flour, bran,
middlings, and other offals of grain, oatmeal and rolled oats, and all
prepared cereal foods; and biscuits, bread, wafers, and similar articles
not sweetened.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from Texas. [Putting the
question.] By the sound the “noes”™ appear to have it.

Mr. BATLEY. In view of the other vote, I will not ask for
the yeas and nays on this question.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. BAILEY. I move to strike out the period after the word
“ sweetened,” in line 9, page 3, and insert a comma and the words -
“and lemons,” so as to put lemons on the free list.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas offers an
amendment, which the Secretary will report.

The SeEcreTARY. On page 3, line 9, after the word “ sweetened,”
insert the words “and lemons.”

Mr, BAILEY. On that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were crdered, and the Secretary proceeded
to eall the roll.

Mr. BACON (when his name was called). Again announcing
the transfer of my pair with the senior Senator from Maine
[Mr. FryE] to the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Lra], I
vote * nay.”

Mr, BURNHAM (when Mr. GALLINGER'S name was called), I
make the same announcement in regard to my colleague.

Mr. GUGGENHEIM (when his name was called). In the ab-
sence of my general pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr.
Payxter], I withhold my vote.

Mr. RAYNER (when his name was called). I am paired with
the junior Sendtor from Utah [Mr. Suraercanp], and withhold
my vote.

The roll call was coneluded.

Mr. BACON. I again announce, and will let it stand for all
subsequent votes, the pair between the senior Sensator from
Texas [Mr. Curnersox] and the senior Senator from Delaware
[Mr. pu PoxT].

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 59, as follows:

YEAS—15.
Bailey Clapp Johnson, Me. 0'Gorman
Borah Crawford MeCumber Owen
Bourne Curtis Martine, N. J, Pomerene
Brown Gronna Nelson

NAYR—59.
Bacon Burnham Cummins Heyburn
Bankhead Burton Davis Hitcheock
Bradley Chamberlain Dixon Johnston, Ala.
Brandegee Chilton Fleteher Jones
Briggs Clark, Wyo. Yoster Kern
Bristow Crane Gamble La Follette
Bryan Cullom Gore Lippitt
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Lodge Overman Bimmons Taylor
Lorimer Page Smith, Md. Thornton
MeLean Perkins mith, Mich. Townsend
Martin, Va. Poindexter Smith, 8. C, Warren
Myers Reed Smoot Watson
Newlands Richardson Btephenson Wetmore
Nixon Root ne ‘Works
Oliver Shively Swanson

NOT VOTING—I16.
Clarke, Ark. e Lea Ragnar
Culberson Gallinger Paynter Sutherland
Dillingham Guggenheim Penrose Tillman
du Pont Kenyon Percy Williams

So Mr. BarLey's amendment was rejected.

Mr, HEYBURN. I move to amend by striking out all of
lines 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, and 15, on page 3.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho offers an
amendment, which the Secretary will report.

The Skcrerary. On page 3, beginning with line 10, it is pro-
posed to strike out the following paragraph:

Timber, hewn, sided, or squared, round timber used for spars or in

building wharves, shingles, laths, feuclng posts, sawed boa

deals, and other lumber rough or d except boards, planks,p deals,
and other Inmber, of 1 um-vit®, lancewood, ebony, box, granadilla,
mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all other cabinet woods.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from Idaho.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. JONES. On page 3, line 11, I move to strike out the
word “ shingles.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington
offers an amendment, which the Secretary will report.

The SecrerarY. On page 3, line 11, strike out the word
‘ ghingles.”

Mr. JONES. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. BACON (when his name was called). Again announc-
ing the transfer of my pair with the senior Senator from Maine
[Mr. Feye] to the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr, Lra], I
vote w“ m’ly.”

Mr., BURNHAM (when Mr. GAarniNger's name was called).
I make the same announcement in regard to my colleague.

Mr. RAYNER (when his name was called). I am paired
with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. SuTHERLAND], and with-
hold my vote.

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I desire to announce as applicable
to all votes taken to-day that the junior Senator from Mississippi
[Mr. Wirrraas] is paired with the senior Senator from Pennsyl-

_vania [Mr. Pexrosg], and that the senior Senator from Missis-
sippi [Mr. Percy] is paired with the genior Senator from New
Hampshire [Mr, GALLINGER].

The result was announced—yeas 6, nays 72, as follows:

YEAS—6.
gornh }Ieybnrn Lorimer Oliver
ourne ones
NAYS—T2.
Bacon Cullom Loc‘(jile Richardson
Baile Cummins MecCumber Root
Bankhead Curtis MeLean Shively
Bradley Davis Martin, Va. Simmons
Brandegee Dixon Martine, N, J, Smith, Md.
Briges Fletcher Myers Smith, Mich.,
Bristow Foster Nelson Smith, 8. C.
Brown Gamble Newlands Smoot
Bryan ore Nizon Stephenson
Burnham Gronna O'Gorman Btone
Burton Guggenhelm Overman Bwanson
Chamberlain Hitcheock Owen Taylor
Chilton 2 Johnson, Ma age Thornton
Clapp Johnston, Ala, Paynter Townsend
Clark, Wyo. Kenyon Perkins Warren
Clarke, Ark. rn Poindexter Watson
Crane La Follette Pomerene Wetmore
Crawford Lippitt Works
NOT VOTING—12.
Culberson F‘r{e Penrose Butherland
Dilllngham Gallinger Percy Tiilman
du Pont Lea Rayner Williams

So the amendment of Mr. JoNEs was rejected.

Mr. HEYBURN. I move to amend by striking out, on page 3,
commencing with the word “sawed,” in line 12, down to and
including the word *“‘ except,” in line 13.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the
amendment.

The SECRETARY. On page 3, line 12, after the word *“ posts,”
strike out the following words: “ sawed boards, planks, deals,
and other lumber, rough or dressed, except,” so as to read:

Timber, hewn, sided, or squared, round timber used for spars or in
bullding wharves, shingles, laths, fencing posts, boards, planks, deals,
and other lumber, of lignum-vite, lancewood, ebony, box, gramadilla,
mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all other cabinet woods.

The VIOE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Idaho.

The amendment was rejected.

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there are no further amend-
ments to be offered as in Committee of the Whole, the bill will
be reported to the Senate.

The bill was, reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, and it was read the third time.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Shall the bill pass?

Mr. BATLEY. I demand the yeas and nays on the passage
of the bill.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BACON (when his name was called), Again announc-
ing the transfer of my pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr.
Fryr] to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Lea], I vote “ yea.”

Mr. RICHARDSON (when Mr. pu PoNt’s name was called).
I again announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. pu PoxT] with
the Senator from Texas [Mr. oN]. If my colleague
were present, he would vote “nay.”

Mr. BURNHAM (when Mr. GALLINGER'S name was called).
I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. GAarringer], if present,
would vote “nay.” He is paired, as has been stated, with the
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Peroy].

Mr, RAYNER (when his name was called). I am paired with
the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Suraerraxp]. If he were
present, I would vote “ yea."

The roll call having been concluded, it resulted—yeas 39, nays
39, as follows:

YEAS—39,

Bacon Gore Nelson Simmons
Bankhead Gronna Newlands Smith, Md.
Brown Hitcheock 0'Gorman Smith, 8. C.
Bryan Johnson, Me, Overman Stone
Chamberlaln Johnston, Ala, Owen Swanson

ilton Kern Paynter Taylor
Clarke, Ark. MecCumber Poindexter Thornton
Davis Martin, Va. Pomerene Watson
Fletcher Martine, N. J. Reed Works
Foster " Myers Shively

NAYE—39,
Balley Clark, Wyo. Jones Perkins
Borah rane Kenyon Richardson
Bourne Crawford La Follette Root
Bradley Cullom Lippitt Smith, Mich.
Brandegee Cummins ge Smoot
Briggs Curtis Lorimer Stephenson
Bristow Dixon McLean Townsend
Burnham Gamble Nizon Warren
Burton Gugﬁenheim Oliver Wetmore
Clapp Heyburn Page
NOT VOTING—12,

Culberson Frye Penrose Sutherland
Dillingham Gallinger Percy Tillman
dn Pont Lea Rayner Williams

The VICE PRESIDENT. On the passage of the bill the yeas
are 39, the nays are 39. The nays have it, and the bill fails to
puss.

Mr. GRONNA. I move to reconsider the vote by which the
bill was rejected.

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. Mr, President—

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota
can not make that motion, he not having voted on the prevailing
side.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I move to reconsider the vote whereby
the Senate decided against the passage of the bill

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wiscopsin moves
to reconsider the vote by which the bill failed to pass.

The motion to reconsider was agreed to.

Mr. KERN. I desire to offer the following amendment,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to reconsidering
the vote by which the bill was ordered to a third reading? The
Chair hears none, and the vote by which the third reading
was ordered is reconsidered. The Senator from Indiana [Mr.
Eerx] offers an amendment, which will be stated.

The Secererary. On page 3, in lien of the paragraph con-
tained in lines 1, 2, 3, 4, b, insert:

Beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, and meats of all kinds, fresh, salted,
pickled, dried, smoked, dressed or undressed, prepared or preserved in
any manner; bacon, hams, shoulders, lard, lard compounds and lard
substitutes, sausage and sausage meats, coming from any foreigm
country with which the United States has a reciproeal trade agree-
ment and which shall admit from the United States, free of duty,
cotton, corn, wheat, oats, horses, cattie, and hogs.

Mr. KERN. Mr. President, the Secretary has not read my
amendment. I wish he would read the language in which I
offered it.

The Secretary read as follows:

Mr, President, I move to amend House bill 4413 as follows :

By repunctuating the clause commene with the word * beef,” In
the first line of pnbge 3 of the printed bill, and ending with the word
“ meats,” in line 5 on said page, and x&dlnx thereto the following




1911.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

3433

words ; “ com from any foreign country which shall admit from the
United States, free of duty, cotton, corn, wheat, oats, horses, cattle,
and hogs ;" so that sald clause when so amended shall read as follows :

“ Beef, veal, mutton, lamb——

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it.

Mr, HEYBURN. I will inquire as to whether this is an
amendment in an amendment proposed to the pending bill or
not.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands.

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not think it is so intended to be. The
amendment has already been read, and I understand that this
is something that is being offered elsewhere.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is an amendment to the pending
bill, offered as such, the Chair understands. The Secretary
will continue reading the amendment.

Mr. HEYBURN. Is it being read again? It was read once.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator who offered the
amendment thought the Clerk had not reported it as it had
been presented, and asked that it be read in full just as pre-
sented, which the Clerk is now doing.

Mr. KERN. I noticed a clerical error that the words inter-
polated in the clause as it would read if amended are not
interpolated in the amendment itself. So I asked that it might
be read again.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The reading will be continued.

The Secretary read as follows:

Mr. President, I move to amend House bill 4413, as follows :

By repunctuating the clause commencing with the word *“ beef,” in
the first line of page 8 of the printed hill, and ending with the word
* meats,” in line 5 on sald page, and adding thereto the following words :
“ coming from any foreign country with which the United Btates has
a reciprocal trade agreement and which shall admit from the United
States free of duty cotton, corn, wheat, oats, horses, cattle, and hogs";
80 that that clause when so amended will read as follows:

“ Beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, and meats of all kinds, fresh, salted,
pickled, dried, smoked, dressed or undressed, prepared or preserved in
any manner; bacon, hams, shoulders, lard, lard compounds and lard
substitutes, sgusage and sausage meats, cominﬁ from any country with
which the United States has a reciprocal trade agreement and which
shall admit from the United States free of duty cotton, corn, wheat,
oats, horses, cattle, and hogs.” :

Also‘, by repunetoating the clause commencing with the word * buck-
wheat,” in line 8 on page 3 of the printed bill, and ending with the
word * sweetened,” in line 9 on said
lowing words: “ coming from any foreign country with which the
United Statés hag a reclgroca! trade agreement and which shall admit
from the United States free of duty cotton, corn, wheat, oats, horses,
mtﬁ'l and hogs'; so that said clause, when so amended, shall read
as follows :

“ Buckwheat flour, corn meal, wheat flour and semolina, rye flonr,
bran, middlings, and other offals of grain, oatmeal and rolled oats, an
all prepared cereal foods, and buscuits, bread, wafers, and similar
articles, not sweetened, coming from any foreign country with which
the United States has a reciprocal trade agreement and which shall
admit from the United States free of duty cotton, corn, wheat, oats,
horses, cattle, and hogs.” 3

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kerx].

Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. LA FOLLETTE, and others called for
the yeas and nays, and they were ordered.

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BACON (when his name was called). Again announcing
fthe transfer of my pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr.
Frye] to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Lea], I vote “ yea.”

Mr. BURNHAM (when Mr. GALLINGER'S name was called).
My colleague [Mr. Gatuimeer], if present and voting, would
vote “‘nay.” He is paired with the Senator from Mississippi
[Mr. PercY].

Mr. RAYNER (when his name was called). I again announce
my pair with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. SuTHERLAND].
I would vote “yean" if the junior Senator from Utah were
present.

The roll ecall having been concluded, the result was an-
nounced—yeas 490, nays 20, as follows:

age, and adding thereto the fol-

YHAS—49,
Dacon Cumminsg La Folleite Shively
Bailey Davis MeCuamber Simmons
Bankhead Dixon Martin, Va. Smith, Md.
Borah Fletcher Martine, N. J. Stone
Bourne Foster Myers Bwanson
Bristow Gamble Nelson Taylor
Brown Gronna Newlands Thornton
Bryan Hiteheock O'Gorman Townsend
Chamberlain Johnson, Ala. Overman Watson
Chilton Johnston, Me. wen Works
Clapp Jones Paynter
Clarke, Ark., Kenyon Pomerene
Crawford Kern Reed

NAYS—29,
Bradley Curtis Nixon Smith, 8, C.
Brandegee Gore Oliver Smoot
Bri Gngéenhelm Pag: Stephenson
Burnham Heyburn Perkins Warren
Burton Lippitt Poindexter Wetmore
Clark, Wyo. Lod%e Richardson
Crane Lorimer Root
Cullom MecLean Smith, Mich,

NOT VOTING—12. |

Culberson Frye Penrose Sutherland
Dillingham Gallinger Perey Tillman
du Pont Lea Rayner Williams

So Mr. KerxN's amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SHIVELY. I move to amend, on page 1, before the
comma at the end of line 6, by inserting the words “and
binders.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the
Senator from Indiana will be stated.

The SECRETARY. On page 1, line 6, after the word “har-
vesters” and before the comma, insert the words “and
binders.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. GRONNA. I offer the amendment which I send to the
desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from North Dakota will be stated.

The SecrerAry. At the end of the bill it is proposed to
insert:

Roman, Portland, and other hydraulic cement, and lime.

The amendment was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The next amendment proposed by
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. GroNNA] will be stated.

The SEcReTARY. It is proposed, on page 2, after the word
“ ghoes,” in line 16, to strike out the words * made wholly or in
chief value of leather made from cattle hides and catile skins
of whatever weight, of cattle of the bovine species, including
calf skins; and” :

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
proposed by the Senator from North Dakota.

The amendment was agreed fo.

Mr. GORE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk.

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. One moment, if the Senator from
Oklahoma will excuse the Chair, The Senator from Texas,

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I move to reconsider the vote
by which my amendment to put lemons on the free list was
defeated. As the Senate now seems willing to amend the bill,
I am sure it will be glad—

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr.
Gore] had been recognized for an amendment. The Chair
thought the Senator from Texas [Mr. BAmey] had risen to say
something in refereiice to the vote just taken.

‘Mr. BAILEY. No. ;

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Goge] will be stated.

The SecreTArRY. At the end of the bill it is proposed to insert
the following paragraph:

Pulp of wood mechanically ground; pulp of wood, chemiecal, bleached,
or unbleached; news-print paper and other per, and paper board,
manufactured from mechanical wood pulp or from chemical wood pulp,
or of which such pulp is the component material of chief yalue, col-
ored In the pulp. or not eolored, and valued at not more than 4 cents
per pound, not Tuc]uﬂim; printed or decorated wall paper.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is8 on agreeing to the
amendment.

Mr. BAILEY. I demand the yeas and nays on the amend-
ment,

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. REED. T ask that the amendment may be again staled.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary
will again state the amendment.

The Secretary again stated the amendment proposed by Mr.
(GORE.

The VICE PRESIDENT. - The Secretary will call the roll.

The Secretary proceeded to ecall the roll

Mr. BURNHAM (when Mr. GALLINGER'S name was called).
I desire to again make the same announcement previously made
by me in reference to the pajr of my colleague [Mr. Gar-
LINGER] with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Davis], having
been transferred to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Perox].

Mr. RAYNER (when his name was called). I am paired
with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. SurmerrAxp], and
therefore withhold my vote.

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. BACON. Again announcing the transfer of my pair with
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] to the Senator from Ten-
nessee [Mr. Lea], I vote “ nay.”

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 53, as follows:

YEAB—25.
Bristow Dizon La Follette Reed
Brown Fletcher Martine, N. J. Swanson
Bryan Gore Myers Taylor
Clapp Gronna Newlands Watson
Crawford Johnson, Me. 0'Gorman
Cummins Eenyon wen
Davls Kern Pomerene
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NAYB—53.

Bacon Crane McLean Smith, Md.
Baileg Cullom Martin, Va. Bmith, Mich,
Bankhead Curtis Nelson Smith, 8. C.
Borah Foster Nixon Bmoot
Bourne Gamble Oliver Stephenson
Bradley G im Overman Stone
Brandegee Heyburn Page Thornton
Briggg Hiteheock Paynter Townsend
Burnham Johnston, Ala. Perkins Warren
Burton Jones 'oindexter Wetmore
Chamberlain Ul:ﬂiett Richardson ‘Works
Chilten . Lo Root

Clark, Wyo. Lorimer Bhively

Clarke, Ark. MeCumber Simmons

NOT VOTING—12.

Culberson @ Penrose Sutherland
Dillingham Eﬁum Percy Tillman
du Pont Lea Rayner Williams

8o Mr. Gore’s amendment was rejected.
Mr. GORE. I offer another amendment, which I send to the

desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from Oklahoma will be stated.

The SecreTARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill
the following:

Type, linotype and typesetting machines, and printing presses.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Oklahoma.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, on yesterday I submitted two
amendments to the pending bill, one of which I shall not call
up to-day because it has been substantially covered. It relates
to Canada. The other amendment I ask to have read, and I
desire now to submit it as an amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from Oklahoma will be stated.

Mr. GORE. I offer the amendment relating to commercial
union between the nations of the Western Hemisphere.

Mr. LODGE. What gquestion is pending, Mr. President? '

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma has
offered an amendment which the Secretary is about to state.

The SecreTarY, It is proposed to insert as a new section the
following :

Spc. —. That -whenever it shall be duly certified to the President
of the United Btates that the Government or Governments of any or
all nations of the American here have declared a desire to
establish commercial union with the United States, having a uniform
revenue system, like internal taxes to be collected, and like import
duties to imposed on articles brought into either country from other
nations, with no duties or with uniform duties upon trade between the
United States and such nations, he shall appoint three commissioners
to meet those who may be likewise designa to represent such Gov-
ernment or Governments, to prepare a plan for the assimilation of
the import duties and internal-revenue taxes of such countries, and an

uitable division of receipts, in a commercial union; and said commis-
00:;::& shall report to the President, who shall lay the report before

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

Mr. BAILEY, I suobmit that that amendment is not germane
to the pending proposition and is not in order under the rule.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question of germaneness must
be submitted to the Senate. Senators who think the amend-
ment is germane will say *aye” and those opposed “no.”
[Putting the question.] The “noes”™ have it.

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I rise to withdraw the amend-
ment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn, and
it is also ruled out of order by the Senate. Does the Senator
desire to offer his other amendment?

Mr. GORE. No.

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I recall that it was a record
vote which was taken when I moved to insert “lemons”; and,
as I voted with the losing side, I can not move to reconsider.

The VICE PRESIDENT. At another stage of the proceed-
ings the Senator need not move fo reconsider.

Mr. BAILEY. I need noft move to reconsider, but I can
move the amendment at this time in the Senate. I move, on
page 3, line 9, to insert, after the word “ sweetened,” the words
“and lemons,” and a comma instead of a period.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stited.

The SecreTary. On page 3, line 8, after the word “ sweet-
ened,” it is proposed to insert a comma and the words “and
lemons.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas,

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. LODGE. I offer the amendment which I send to the
desk.

The VICH PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from Massachusetis will be stated.

The SEcRETARY. On page 3, line 6, after the words “buck-
wheat flour,” it is proposed to insert:

Rice, cleaned ; uncleaned rice, or rice free of the outer hull and still
having the inner cuticle on; rice flour, rice meal, and broken rice;
paddy, or rice having the outer hull on.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment. [Putting the guestion.] By the sound the “ ayes”
seem to have it.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, if there is no objection,

I should like to have the amendment again stated.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary
will again state the amendment.

The Secretary again stated the amendment of Mr. Lobgk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BACON (when his name was called). Again announcing
the transfer of my pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr,
FryE] to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Lea], I vote *nay.”

Mr. RAYNER (when his name was called). On this question
I am paired with the Senater from Utah [Mr, SUTIERLAND],
and therefore withhold my vote.

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. KERN (after having voted in the affirmative). I de-
sire to change my vote. I vote “nay.” .

Mr. JONES (after having voted in the affirmative). I de-
sire to change my vote. I vote *nay."”

Mr. DAVIS (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire
to change my vote. I vote “nay.” :

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey (after having voted in the
affirmative). I desire to change my vote. I vote *nay.”

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 45, as follows:

YEAS—30.
Bailey Cullom Kenyon Paynter
Borah Cummins La Follette Pomerene
Bourne Curtis Lodge Reed
Bristow Dixon Myers Root
Brown Gamble Nelson Warren
Burton Gore Newlands Wetmore
Clark, Wyo. Gronna 0'Gorman
Crxwforci Johnson, Me. Owen

NAYS—45.
Bacon Fletcher Martine, N. J. Bmoot
Bankhead Foster Oliver Stephenson
Bradley Heyburn Overman Stone
Brandegee Hiteheock Page . Swanson
Bryan Johnston, Ala. Perkins Taylor
Burnham Jones Poindexter Thornton
Chamberlain Kern Richardson Townsend
Chilton Lippitt Shively Watson
Cla; Lorlmer Simmons Works
Clarke, Ark, MeCumber Smith, Md.
Crane McLean Smith, Mich.
Davis . Martin, Va. Smith, 8. C.

NOT VOTING—15.

Brlﬁ l"r{e Nixon Sutherland
Culberson Gallinger Penrose Tillman
Dillingham Guggenhelm Percy
du Pont Lea - Rayner

So Mr. Lonee’s amendment was rejected. -

Mr. DAVIS. In lieu of the amendment suggested by the
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopee], and at the same
place in the bill, I offer the following amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas offers
an amendment which the Secretary will report.

The SECRETARY. On page 3, line 6, after the words “ buck-
wheat flour,” it is proposed to insert the following:

Boston baked beans, black beans, string beans, and all other beans,
raw, dried, split, or Earched ; also codfish, skinned or unskinned, fresh,
salted, or served in balls.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas.

The amendment was rejected.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the engross-
ment of the amendments and the third reading of the bill

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill
pass?

Mr. BAILEY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Let us have the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. BACON (when his name was called). Again announcing
the transfer of my pair with the senior Senator from Maine
[Mr. FryE] to the junior SBenator from Tennessee [Ar. Lea], I
vote *“ yen."

Mr. BURNHAM (when Mr. GALLINGER'S name was called).
My colleague is necessarily absent. He is paired with the Sena-

_‘/’—-H—
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tor from Mississippi [Mr. Percy]. If present, my colleague
would vote “nay.”

Mr. RAYNER (when his name was called). I am paired with
the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. SurHerrAxDp]. If he were
present, I should vote “ yea.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to announce the pair of my col-

leaguoe [Mr. pu Poxt] with the Senator from Texas [Mr. Cur-

BERSON]. If present, my colleague would vote * nay.”
The result was announced—yeas 48, nays 30, as follows:
YEAS—48.
Bacon Cummins La Follette Pomerene
Baueﬁ Davis MeCumber Reed
Bankhead Dixon Martin, Va. Bhively
Borah Fletcher Martine, N, 7. Simmons
Bristow X Foster Myers Smith, Md.
Brown Gore Nelson Smith, 8. C.
Bryan ronna Newlands Btone
Chamberlain Hitchcock 0'Gorman Swanson
Chilton Johnson, Me. Overman Taylor
Clap Johnston, Ala. Owen Thornton
Clarke, Ark. Kenyon Paynter Watson
Crawford Kern Poindexter Works
NAYS8—30.
Bourne Cullom Lorimer Smith, Mich.
Bradley Curtis McLean Smoot
Brandegee {;amhla Nixon Stephenson
Briggs ggenheim Oliver Townsend
Burnham Heyburn Page Warren
Burton Jones Perkins Wetmore
Clark, Wyo. Lippitt Richardson
Crane e oot
NOT VOTING—12.
Culberson Fr{a Penrose Sutherland
Dillingham Gallinger Percy Tillman
du Pont Lea Rayner illiams

So the bill was passed.
APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES.

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R, 2083) for the apportionment of
Representatives in Congress among the several States under
the Thirteenth Census.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr, HEYBURN. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho will
state it.

Mr. HEYBURN. Whether or not it is in order, the Senate
having by unanimous consent determined upon the time when
that measure ghall be taken up, to change the order at this
time.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks this does not
change the order. The Senate has determined to take it up
for final disposition at a particular time, but the Chair thinks
that it can be taken up meantime for consideration, not for
disposal.

Mr. HEYBURN. Frequently, when the question of fixing a
time for a vote has been before the Senate, one of the reasons
that has been urged is that Senators may safely be absent, if
their business requires it, with the assurance that the measure
will not come up. That has often had much to do with the
reaching of unanimous-consent agreements. This is the first
time I have ever known this departure from that rule, It has
always been understood that when we fixed a time to take up a
measure for final determination Senators might safely be ab-
sent. I have no objection to taking it up except that I do not
like to see a departure from a good rule.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was understood at the time
the order was entered that the then unfinished business should
continue to be the unfinished business, and be considered just
as this is being considered, and precisely as the bill whichk kas
just been passed was considered.

Mr. HEYBURN. Of course we can not vote upon it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly not.

Mr. PENROSE. It was also distinetly understood that
amendments might be voted upon at any time up to the day
fixed for the final disposition of the bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT., Oh, yes; amendments in Commit-
tee of the Whole, -

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr, President, I hope the Senator from
Pennsylvania will either himself or through some one else, if he
is not here, lay this bill aside from time to time, in order that
we may do other business. Of course, if anyone desires to de-

bate the bill it ought to have the right of way. I recognize that.
But I do not want the bill used for the purpose of preventing a
vote upon some other measure in the meanwhile.

I make the suggestion to the Senator from Pennsylvania in
order that we may have that understanding now,

The VICE PRESIDENT, May the Chair suggest that it
could not in any event do away with the morning hour, which
is two hours?

Mr., CUMMINS. But we have met more than once a situation
in which no one desired to debate the unfinished business, but
rather than to lay it aside adjournment has been suggested, and
that has accomplished delay in some very much needed legisla-
tion. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania will have this in
mind between now and the day we vote upon the reapportion-
ment bill.

Mr. PENROSE, Of course, as far as I am concerned, I am
not in charge of this particular bill. The unfinished business
would be laid aside, I assume, at the request of a Senator, or
the Senate can at any time drop the consideration of a measuyre
and proceed to the consideration of any other bill. It is always
in the hands of the Senate.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I shounld like briefly to explain
two amendments which I have introduced to the pending bill,

Mr. BACON. Before the Senator from Ohio goes on with
that, I desire to ask attention to what the Senator from Penn-
sylvania said as to an alleged understanding. I understood—
there was a good deal of noise, and I may not have understood
it correctly—the Senator from Pennsylvania to say that while
Thursday was set for the day for voting upon pending amend-
ments, there was an understanding that that would not prevent
in the meantime voting upon other amendments to the bill.

Mr. PENROSE. My anderstanding is, and the Senator from
Kansas [Mr. Bristow], I believe, expressly raised the point at
the time, that amendments can be voted upon at any time, but
not the bill

Mr. BACON. I did not know that fact. Of course, if it is,
the Senator is correct. But I want to make this on——

Mr. PENROSE. And as a matter of fact, we have been vot-
ing on amendments right along every day.

Mr. BACON. I will not fry to interfere with that under-
standing, but I want to make this suggestion: I understand
the amendments which have been offered were not amendments
really to the apportionment bill, but as to other maiters
which were sought to be engrafted upon it, to which I have no
objection.

The apportionment bill itself, I think, is a matter of such
importance that whenever amendments to it proper are to be
voted upon there should be such notice to the Senate as would
enable Senators to be present. It is a matter of such impor-
tance and reaches every nook and corner of the country to such
an extent as, in my opinion, to make it proper that the Senate
should be upen notice whenever there is going to be a vote upon
an amendment to the bill proper. That is the only suggestion
I would make in regard to it. So far as concerns the offering
of other amendments which do not relate to the matter of ap-
portionment, I have no objection to that at any time.

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, the request I made when the
matter was up for consideration was that amendments might
be offered in the intermediate days, so that there would not be
a congestion on the day when the vote was to be taken, when
debate could not be bad, and one of the very purposes was to
serve notice upon the Senate that amendments were likely to be
voted upon any day, so that the Senate would not be practically
abandoned on these intervening days.

Mr. BACON. 1 think the Senate will certainly recognize the
fact that if the apportionment bill is to be amended without any
regard to the final test voting, that is, if it can be done before
that day, we will certainly have to have the Senate present all
the time. These amendments are too important to be taken
up informally when sometimes not more than a dozen Members
of the Senate are present.

Mr. BRISTOW. I entirely agree with the Senator as to that.

Mr. BURTON. I desire to state that I shall not at this time
ask for a vote on my amendments. I should decidedly prefer
"| that neither the vote upon them nor upon any other amendment
should be taken until day after to-morrow, the day fixed by the
unanimons-consent agreement. It is only- fair to Members of
the Senate that everyone should be here when the vote is taken.
Again, it is not probable that there will be so many amend-
ments proposed as to create any embazrassment. We can
readily vote upon all of them on that day.

The first amendment to which I desire to call the attention of
the Senate consists of the addition of a new section, to be
known as section 5; on page 4, after line 19, to insert the fol-

lowing :

Sec. 5. That candidates for Representative or R !Eresenu.tlves to be
elected at large Iln any Stste shall be nominated In the same manner as
csat:gel.datea for governor, unless otherwise provided by the laws of such
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The last section of the bill as reporfed—that is, section 4—
contains this provision: .

That in case of an increase in the number of Representatives in any
State under this apportionment, such addition. Representative or
Representatives shall ge elected by the State at large.

The bill as introduced and reported provides for choosing
Representatives at large at the general election—that is, if a
State has 21 Members under the old apportionment and 22 under
the new bill or if the number of Members allotted to any
State is increased and no reapportionment or redistricting is
made by the State before the election of November, 1912, then
such new Members shall be elected at large.

But I desire especially to call the attention of the Senate to
the fact that while the election of additional Members appor-
tioned to any State is provided for by thls bill, yet in some
States no machinery is provided for a nomination at large, and
it is desirable that such a section should be added. I have
examined the statutes of the State of Ohio and regard it as
doubtful whether under the present laws of that State they
could nominate a Congressman at large. The same is true
of other States. This section is proposed to meet that con-
tingency. It is to the effect that the Member of Congress
ghall be nominated in the same manner as the governor unless
otherwise provided by law. After some consideration and con-
sultation by correspondence with the attorneys general of a
couple of the States interested, this seemed the simplest and
the best provision to meet this situation.

I may desire to make some further*temarks on this amend-
ment to-morrow. .

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Brawbecee in the chair).
Does the Senator from Ohio yield to his colleague?

Mr. BURTON. Certainly,

Mr. POMERENE. I have not had time to examine the gues-
- tion, and I ask simply for information. In view of the provi-
gion of the Federal Constitution which provides that the legisla-
ture shall prescribe the time, place, and manner of the election
of Representatives, I should like tife opinion of my colleague
as to whether his proposed amendment would come within the
power of Congress? -

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I think it would. The right
to fix the times, places, and manner of elections rests with the
individual States. Congress may make or alter such regula-
tions. That provision of the Constitution would be especially
salutary when a State has failed to make any provision. Nomi-
nation is a part of the election, an essential step in choosing a
representative; and if the laws of any State should lack a pro-
vision governing nominations, it is certainly entirely proper
for Congress to supply that omission. Indeed, it might alter
the regulation of a State, although that question is not raised
here. .

1 want to say further in this connection that this subject was
considered at some length in the discussion of the so-called
publicity bill. The Senaté has passed a bill providing that
requirements relating to filing statements of expenses shall
apply to contests for nomination as well as to contests in the
election proper. If we can pass a bill making the provision of
the Constitution referred to applicable to the conduct and to
the expenses of candidates for election to the House and Sen-
ate, we certainly can pass a law pertaining to nominations,
Thus, so far as the action of the Senate is concerned, an af-
firmative decision upon this question was certainly reached in
the enactment of the publicity bill. Independently of that,
however, I think this is clearly within the power of Congress.

Furthermore, Mr. President, this provision is so desirable in
order to avoid complications, that the probabilities are alto-
gether against any opposition or question being raised. This
is not a controverted subject where a statute might inure to
the benefit of one party or the other. It would benefit both
parties alike in providing for a situation where there might be
gerious embarrassment.

The other amendment which I have proposed requires perhaps
a somewhat more extended explanation. It is this: On page
4, line 15, after the word “redistricted,” strike out the words
“hy the legislature thereof in the manner herein prescribed,”
and insert in lieu thereof the words:

In the manner provided by the laws thereof and in accordance with
the rules enumerated in section 3 of this act.

This amendment pertains to the dividing of the several States
into districts and to the manner in which this shall be done.
Section 3 contains this clause:

That in each State entitled under this apportlonment to more than
one Representative, the Representatives to the Sixty-third and each
subsequent Congress shall be elected by districts composed of a con-
tignous and compact territory, and containing as nearly as practicable
an equal number of inhabitants.

The next section—section 4—provides that Representatives
‘“shall be elected from the districts now prescribed by law until
such State shall be redistricted by the legislatures thereof in
the manner herein prescribed.” “The manner herein pre-
scribed ” means that the distriet shall be composed of contiguous
and compact territory and contain as nearly as practicable an
equal number of inhabitants, as expressed in the prior section.

I desire to call attention to the faet that as the bill passed
the House in the preceding Congress it did not contain this
clause or expression, “ by the legislature thereof.” :

Mr. President, whatever our views may be on the subject of
the initiative or referendum we can not ignore the existence of
statutes in divers States of the Union under which they are the
recognized methods of enacting laws. Under such circumstances
what is the effect of this expression, “by the legislature
thereof "? It is a distinct and unequivocal condemnation of any
legislation by referendum or by initiative. It is a mandate to
the States to this intent: Whatever your laws may be for the
enactment of statutes, yet in the division of the State into
congressional districts you must act by the legislature alone,
even if under the laws a trivial question can be submitted to the
whole electorate, nevertheless in this very important matter of
dividing the State into districts the legislature alone shall have
full authority.

At first sight, in reading this section and finding the words
“by the legislature thereof,” it would seem to be an oversight.
Whether it is or not, I am unable to say; but in any event it
does not belong here. A due respect to the rights, to the estab-
lished methods, and to the laws of the respective States requires
us to allow them to establish congressional districts in what-
ever way they may have provided by their constitution and by
their statutes.

I call attention to the exceptional importance of a districting
law. Mr. President, we all know there have been most unjust—
yes, I may say, shameful—instances of gerrymanders in some of
the States. In one State of the Union last autumn the candi-
dates of one party for judge of the supreme court and several
other State offices received a majority of 3,000 or 4,000. Never-
theless in that same State, at the same election, out of 16 Con-
gslt'eizsmen 13 were chosen by the other, or minority, party in the

ate.

If there is anything which is clearly a distinct denial of the
rights of popular government it is a gerrymander, It is pos-
sible to so adjust a State by shoestring districts, by including
in one district remote portions of the State and connecting
them by a narrow line, as to absolutely defeat the will of the
people. I can not understand how the Senate can refuse to
adopt this amendment.

Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio
yield to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. BURTON. Certainly.

Mr. SHIVELY. I agree with the Senator from Ohio in his
view as to the iniquity of some of the gerrymanders. But in
a general statement he might very easily be mistaken as to
inferences to be drawn from the returns at an election. Take
the instance of my own State. President Taft carried it in
1908, as I recall, by some 12,000 plurality, yet 11 out of the 13
Representatives were returned by the Demecratic Party on an
apportionment made by a Republican legislature.

On the face of the returns of an election you may conclude
that there must have been a vile gerrymander. But, though
our Republican friends had redistricted the State, and though
the Republican candidate for President carried the State by
12,000, 11 out of the 18 districts returned Democrats.

I only say that local conditions in many States bring these
things to pass. You can not always infer that they are the
results of unfair apportionments.

Mr. BURTON. I concede to my friend from Indiana that
under exceptional circumstances results of that kind may ensue.
It is to be said that in the State of Indiana, in the election re-
ferred to, in 1908 a Democratic governor was elected and a
Democratic legislature. I think I can call attention to another
instance in Indiana which is even more striking than the one
which the senior Senator from that State has mentioned.

Under a districting made by the Democrats in accordance
with the census of 1800 there was a gross disproportion in the
majorities in the respective districts. There were very large
majorities under normal conditions in two or three districts
which it was anticipated would go Republican, while in the
cjathera there was a small but apparently safe Democratic ma-
ority.

After 1802 and 1893 there was a nation-wide political reaction
which extended to Indiana, and as a result in 1894 the Repub-
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licans carried every district in the State, sending a solid dele-
gation to Congress.

Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Ohio
¥yield further to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. BURTON. Certainly,

Mr. SHIVELY. Does the Senator infer that the result of
the election in 1894 was due to a redistricting act passed by the
Indiana Legislature?

Mr. BURTON. The solid Republican delegation was due, in
a measure, to a lack of calculation on the part of those who
framed the districts. The majorities which were relied upon to
carry them for the Democrats did not prove reliable; the rather
narrow margins by which it was expected many districts would
be carried were entirely wiped out.

Mr, SHIVELY. Of course, the Democracy of Indiana that
year went down with the general tide. In the Nation we
elected only 12 Representatives in Congress north of Mason
and Dixon's line. That can hardly be attributed to a so-called
gerrymander. If the Senator means that political parties are
apt to overreach themselves when they make unfair apportion-
ments I agree with him. But if he wants to infer that his own
party is exempt from that abuse of power, I think he is utterly
mistaken.

Mr. BURTON. Obh, I do not claim that. If I were to make
any comparison I would say that your party had been guilty of
a larger number of transgressions, but I will not say that my
own party has been entirely free from considerations of party

advantage. -
Mr. SHIVELY. There the Senator is woefully mistaken.
Mr. BURTON, If the Senator desires to go into that sub-

Ject, I can give him some figures on the question which I think
will establish it, but I do not desire to do so at this time,
though I may later discuss this from a partisan standpoint.

I can entirely agree with the Senator from Indiana in the
statement that local conditions may affect an election to such
an extent that we may not be sure that it was an unjust divi-
sion which enused the returns to show exceptional results.
But .my argument goes far beyond that. It is not a question
of chance illustrations; it is a matter of prineciple.

If you have a referendum in a State the object of which is
to submit to the people at large the question of whether or
no a statute shall stand, the question whether it is just or
unjust, that provision ought especially to apply to a law divid-
ing a State into districts, where there is such an opportunity
for monstrous injustice, If there is any case in the whole list
of laws where you should apply your referendum, it is to a
distrieting bill.

Senators on the other side, and on this side as well, have
of late addressed the Senate ardently advocating the prineiple
of the referendum and the initiative.
know whether they will permit the restriction, “by the legis-
lature thereof,” to remain in this statute. If you believe in the
principle, stand by the principle and do not take that very in-
consistent ‘and absurd position, * We are for the rule, but we
are against the application thereof.” -

I take it the object sought by the amendment I have proposed
could be secured by merely striking out the words *‘ by the legis-
lature thereof,” but if it is to be amended I think it is desirable
to make both the substituted and the following words more
definite. So I have suggested that the Senate sirike out the
words “by the legislature thereof in the manner herein pre-
seribed,” and insert in lieu thereof, first, the words “in the
manner provided by the laws thereof,” This gives to each State
full authority to employ in the creation of congressional dis-
tricts its own laws and regulations. Yhat objection can be
made to a provision of that kind? Pass this amendment, and
you will transmit to each State the message “ Proceed and dis-

. trict your State in accordance with your laws.” This act does
not do that. It sends the message, “ Do it in only one specified
way; that is, by your legislature.” Then I think—

AMr. SHIVELY. Mr. President——

Mr. BURTON. I will yield to the Senator from Indiana in
just a moment. I think if best to add a few words more—* and
in accordance with the rules enumerated by section 3 of this
act,” The rules enumerated in section 3 are, as already stated,
that the districts shall be “composed of contiguous and com-
pact territory, containing as nearly as practicable an equal num-
ber of inhabitants.”

Mr, President, there have been instances in which one district
has contained two, or even three, times as many inhabitants as
the adjoining distriet.

If we adopt as the basis of representation a population test,
which is in accordance with the Constitution and laws of the
United States, districts should be as nearly as possible equal
in the number of their inhabitants. The courts in passing on

I shall be interested to

provisions like this, requiring contiguous and compact territory,
and as nearly as possible an equal population, have been averse
to any interference. It therefore seemed best to set forth in
section 4 the language “in accordance with the rules enumer-
ated in section 3 of this act,” so as to bring home to each legis-
Iatuore or to the electorate of any State when they vote under the
provigions of an initiative or referendum the regquirement that
the districts must be symmetrical in form, contiguous, compact,
and that gross violations of law in the way of inequality of
population should not be tolerated.

Now, I shall be glad to yield to the Senator from Indiana
[Mr. Smivery]. I think otherwise I have said all that I eare
to at this time.

I wish to give notice, Mr. President, that I shall introduce
other amendments before the vote is taken on the pending bill,
and I may then desire to address the Senate at some length.

Mr. ROOT. I give notice of my intention to offer the follow-
1n% amendment, which I ask to have printed and laid on the
table, :

Mr, BURTON. In order to familiarize ourselves as nearly as
possible with the question to be discussed, may I ask unanimous
consent that the amendment submitied by the Senator from
New York be read?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York
gives notice that at the proper time he will offer an amendment,
which the Secretary will read.

The SECRETARY., Strike out from and including line 5 on
]mgg 1 to and including line 15 on page 3, and insert the fol«
owing: :

Three hundred and ninety-one Members, to be apportioned among the
several Btates as follows: Alabama, 9; Arkansas, 7; California, 10;
Colorado, 3; Connecticut, 5; Delaware, 1; Florida, 3; Georgia, 11;
Idaho, 1; Illinois, 24 ; Indiana, 12; Iowa, 10; Kansas, 7; Kentucky, 10
Louisiana, 7; Maine, 3 ; Maryland, 6; Massachusetts, 14 ; Michigan, 12;
Minnesota, 9; M[sslsslp;lﬂ, 8; Missouri, 14; Montana, 2; Nebraska, 53
Nevada, 1; New Hamps lhire, 2; New Jersey, 11; New York, 39; North
Carolina, 9; North kota, 2; Ohio, 20; Oklzhoma, T7; Oregon, 8;
Pennsylvania, 83; Rhode Islan Py 1 South Carolina, T; South Dakota,
2; Tennessee, 0; Texas, 17; Utah, 2; Vermont, 2; Virginia, 0; Wash-
ington, 5; Westlﬂrglnm. 5; Wiscoasin, 10; Wyoming, 1.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York
asks that his amendment may lie on the table and be printed.
Withont objection, the order will be entered.

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con<
sideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o'clock
and 35 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow,
Wednesday, August 2, 1911, at 12 o'clock m.

NOMINATIONS. :

Ezecutive nominations received by the Senate August 1, 1911,

REcISTER oF LAND OFFICE.

Lawrence N. Houston, of Oklahoma, to be register of the land
office at Guthrie, Okla., his term having expired February 11,
1011. (Reappointment.)

RecEIVER oF PuBLIio MONEYS.

Hugh Scott, of Waukomis, Okla., to be receiver of public
moneys at Guthrie, Okla., vice William B. Hodge, jr., resigned.

CONFIRMATIONS.
Ezecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 1, 1911,
SUPERVISING INSPECTOR.
Henry M. Seeley to be supervising inspector, second district,
Steamboat-Inspection Service.
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY.
James H. Wilkerson to be United States attorney for the
northern district of Illineois.
UN1TED STATES MARSHAL.
Luman T. Hoy to be United States marshal, northern district
of Illinois.
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. ;
Commander Frederick L. Chapin to be a captain.
Lieut. Commander Harley H. Christy to be a commander.
Lieut. Commander Jay H. Sypher to be a commander.
Lieut. (Junior Grade) William A. Glassford, jr., to be a
lieutenant.
Surg. Manley F. Gates to be a medical inspector.
Asst. Surg. Willilam Chambers to be a passed assistant
surgeon.
Asst. Surg. Lee W. McGuire to be a passed assistant surgeon.
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The following-named assistant naval constructors to be naval
constructors:
Ross P. Schlabach, and
George 8. Radford.
The following-named ensigns to be lientenants (junior grade) :
August C. Wilhelm,
Hugh Allen,
Russell Willson,
Milo F. Draemel,
Pierre L. Wilson,
Stephen Doherty,
Garrett K. Davis,
Claude B. Mayo,
Herndon B. Kelly, and
James J. Manning,
Gardner L. Caskey,
John B. Rhodes,
Albert C. Read,
George H. Bowdey,
Robert A. Theobald,
Richard Hill,
Fletcher (. Starr,
William L. Beck,
Garret L. Schnyler,
Alfred W. Brown, jr., .
Frank Russell,
Guy E. Baker,
John A. Monroe, -
William F. Newton,
David A. Secott,
Willis W. Bradley, jr.,
Miles A. Libbey,
Raymond A. Spruance,
Calvin P. Page,
Earle F. Johnson,
Henry K. Hewitt,
Felix X. Gygax,
Guy H. Davis,
Weyman P. Beehler,
Lemuel M. Stevens,
Joseph 8. Evans,
Warren C. Nixon,
John W. W. Cumming,
Charles R. Clark,
Roy Le C. Stover,
Clhester H. J. Keppler,
Charles A. Dunn,
John W. Lewis,
Frederick W. Milner,
Charles G. Davy,
Horace T. Dyer,
Charles C. Gill,
Rufus W. Mathewson,
Augustin T. Beauregard,
Damon E. Cummings,
Russell 8. Crenshaw,
Warren G. Child,
Herbert 8. Babbitt,
William H. Lee,
Bryson Bruce,
William P. Williamson,
Randall Jacobs,
Vaughn V. Woodward,
Richard S. Edwards,
Robert T. 8. Lowell,
Clyde R. Robinson,
Richard T. Keiran,
Ralph C. Needham,
James B. Howell,
Willis W. Lawrence,
Charles C. Slayton,
Irving H. Mayfield,
John I. Hoover,
Louis H. Maxfield,
Raymond F. Frellsen,
William H. Walsh,
Alfred W. Atkins,
Philip . Hammond,
Claud A. Jones,
Harry Campbell,
George W. Kenyon,
Allan 8. Farquhar,
Lucien F. Kimball,
Harvey W. McCormack,
Harold M. Bemis,
Ernest D. McWhorter,

John M. Schelling, and

Bert B. Taylor.

Asst. Surg, George W. Shepard to be a passed assistant sur-
geon,

Asst. Surgs. Ernest W. Brown and Alfred J. Toulon to be
passed assistant surgeons.

Asst. Surg. James T. Duhigg to be a passed assistant surgeon.

Asst. Surg. Charles F. Sterne to be a passed assistant surgeon.

Asst, Surgs. Sankey Bacon and Kent C. Melhorn to be passed
assistant surgeons.

Asst. Surg. Harry H. Lane to be'a passed assistant surgeon.

Asst. Surgs. David G. Allen and Chandler W, Smith to be
passed assistant surgeons,

Asst, Surg. Mieajah Boland to be a passed assistant surgeon.

Asst. Surgs. Joseph R. Phelps, George B. Crow, and Alfred L.

Clifton to be passed assistant surgeons.

Asst. Surg. Harry W. B. Turner to be a passed assistant

Surgeon.

Asst, Surgs, Reginald B. Henry and Harry A. Giliner to be
passed assistant sargeons.
Asst. Surg. Lucius . Johnson to be a passe\l assistant

SUrgeon.

Asst. Surgs. John B. Pollard, Arthur H. Dodge, George F.

Cottle, and William L. Mann, jr., to be passed assistant surgeons.
Asst. Surgs. Roy Cuthbertson, George B. Whitmore, John A. B.

Sinelair, and Donald H. Noble to be passed assistant surgeons.
Asst. Naval Constructor Frank D. Hall to be a naval con-

structor.

Asst. Naval Constructors James L. Ackerson, Donald R. Bat-
tles, and Richard D. Gatewood to be naval constructors.
Boatswain Frank Bresnan to be a chief hoatswain.

' Boatswain Henry H. Richards to be a chief boatswain.
Machinist John I. Ballinger to be a chief machinist.
Machinist James H. McDonough to be a chief machinist.
Machinists George W. Byrne, Henry Lobitz, and Frank IR.

Barker to be chief machinists.

Carpenter Francis X. Maher to be a chief carpenter.

PoSTMASTERS.
ALABAMA,
J. H. Mason, Columbiana,
COLORADO,
~ George L. Coleman, Haxtum,
INDIANA.
John H. Clevenger, Parker.
George E. Murray, Rensselaer.
MISSOURL
Patti B. McAdow, Lemar.
OKLAHOMA,
Carl Huffaker, Fairfax,
WASHINGTON,
Mary. A, Ide, Granger.
; WEST VIRGINTA.
Zephaniah J. Martin, Fairview (late Amos).

J. W. P. Baint Clair, Macdonald.
James P, Staton, Oak Hill,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Tuespay, August 1, 1911,

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., delivered the
following prayer:

O Thou great Jehovah, King of Kings and Lord of Lords,
mighty to deliver, come Thou and reign in all our hearts that
the work of this day may be acceptable in Thy sight and re-
dound therefore to the good of the people here represented.
And Thine be the praise through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-
proved.

THE WOOLEN SCHEDULE.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr, Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous
consent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 11019, an
act to rednece the duties on wool and manufactures of wool, for
the consideration of the House. And I desire to state to the
House that my purpose in doing so is to move to disagree to the
Senate amendment and ask for a conference.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Uwvm-
woon] asks unanimous' consent to take from the Speaker's
table the bill H. R, 11019, an act to reduce the tariff on wool
aud manufactures of wool
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Mr. MANN. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MANN. Would it- then require consideration in the
Committee of the Whole or not? I am not sure.

Myr. UNDERWOOD. I will state to the gentleman that I
think it will, and I would like to ask unanimous consent, if
there is any consideration, that we may consider it in the
House as in the Committee of the Whole. Therefore I ask
unanimous consent to take the bill from the Speaker’s table
and that it may be so considered.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER-
woon] asks unanimous consent to take the bill H. R. 11019
from the Speaker's table and consider it in the House as in
the Committee of the Whole, Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the bill
by title.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. R, 11019. An act to reduce the duties on wool and manufactures

of wool.
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move to disagree to the
Senate amendment to H. R. 11019 and ask for a conference,
I do not desire to go into a discussion of the guestion at
this time.

Mr. MANN. Would not the Senate amendment have to be
read?

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Unless the gentleman from Illinois
desires the amendment to be read as printed, I will ask unani-
mous consent to dispense with the reading of it. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of the
Senate amendment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous congent to dispense with the reading of the Senate amend-
ment. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote

Mr. MANN. I do not know whether anybody on our side
desires time or not.

Mr. HILL. I would like about two minutes, perhaps five.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand, under the rules of the
House, that when we consider a bill in the House ag in the

Committee of the Whole it is under the five-minute rule, and

the gentleman can be recognized for five minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr.
Hirr] is recognized for five minutes, and in the meantime the
House will be in order.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, this is the first time that I have
seen this amendment. I take it that it does nmot vary much
from the amendment offered by the Senator from Wisconsin
originally, which was voted down in the Sepate. I understand
it differs from that something like 5 per cent.

It is another illustration of the manner in which tariff bills
are now being made, the ball being thrown by some Member
and the legislative body hitting it if it can, making a home run
if possible in one case, and going out at the bat in another
case—without judgment, without reason, without intelligence,
and without knowledge.

Now, so far as the original Underwood woolen bill is con-
cerned, I think the woolen industry of the United States would
just as soon have one bill as the other; just exactly. They
are equally destructive. It is only a question whether the
industry shall be killed by a bullet or stabbed to death. That
is all there is to it. The Wilson bill gave free wool and 50
per cent duty on woolen cloth such as is used for men's and
women's dress goods. That is the largest item of importation.
The Underwood bill gives a duty of 20 per cent on wool and
40 per cent on cloth, leaving a net duty of 27 per cent on manu-
factured. woolen fabries. 'That is 23 per cent ad valorem less
than the Wilson bill, which closed most of the factories in the
United States. My understanding of the La Follette bill,
which is now offered as an amendment, is that it is substantially
the same in its ultimate effect. I figured it up the other day in
another place when it was being acted upon, and found that,
instead of 23 per cent less than the Wilson bill, it was 17%
per cent less than the Wilson bill, so that you see either bill is
absolutely destrnctive to the woolen indusiry.

1 suppose one of these propositions is to be passed by Congress,
and I suppose the cotton bill, which is equally destructive to the
cotton indusiry, will be passed also. I am very glad to see the
Members from the South taking a little of their own medicine,
and I hope that all this talk which is going on now around the
Capitol to the effect that it is not the intention of the Demo-
cratic Party to foree to an ultimate conclusion the cotton bill
may, for its own credit, be mere rumors, because I can conceive
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of no greater political advantage that could come to the Repub-
lican Party than to have the free-list bill passed and to have the
wool bill passed, but to have the cotton bill held up. And if that
is done, gentlemen, if that is done, yon will not be here after the
next election. [Applause on the Republican side.]

It must all go together, and, as I say, there being practically
no difference between the La Follette bill.and the Underwood
bill, so far as the woolen industry is concerned, I rise simply to
call attention to the fact that both are destructive to the woolen
industry of the United States——

Mr, KITCHIN. And to the Republican Party.

Mr. HILL. We will take our chances on that.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker——

Mr, HILL. Will the gentleman pardon me just one word? I
wint to add my profound conviction that the revision of some
of the rates of the cotton schedule, notwithstanding all the
articles from muckraking magazines in the past two years, is
as desirable as the revision of the rates in the woolen schedule.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My, Speaker, the gentleman from Connect-
icut speaks of rumors going about the Capitol. I do not believe
that any man can justly say that the Representatives on this
side of the House have hesitated for one moment to revise the
schedules that affect their own people any more than they have
hesitated in revising the schedules that affect other people.
[Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will.

Mr. HILL, I want to compliment here and now the chair-
man of the committee for his honesty of purpose and the
straightforward way in which he has conducted his business
since this session began. [Applause.] I believe that he
honestly believes in a tariff for revenue only and is doing the
best he can to carry it out, but he must admit that the rumors
are going around the Capitol in regard to what is intended to
be done concerning the cotton schedule.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I thank the gentleman from Connecticut
for the kindly words he has sald in reference to myself. We
can not answer rumors, but I can assure the gentleman that
if any of these bills go to the President of the United States,
and he signs them, that we will finish the work at this session
of Congress. [Applause on the Democratic side.] If the
President of the United States refuses to let us legislate, then
we will prepare our additional bills during the summer vaca-
tion and present them at an early date in the winter session
of Congress. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Now, as to the cotton bill, we intend to push that bill so far
as we are concerned as vigorously as we intend to push the
woolen bill. We are going to vote on it as soon as we can this
week., As to whether it will pass the Senate before the adjourn-
ment of Congress will depend on the action of a Republican Sen-
ate and the action of a Republican President and not upon our
actlo]n on this side of the House. [Applause on the Democratic
side,

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will

Mr. MANN. We are all interested in knowing somebody’s
estimate as to how long we shall stay here, and the estimate of
the gentleman from Alabama is certainly more valuable than
the estimate of anybody else. The gentleman gives us infor-
mation in reference to the continuation of the session if the
President does not veto a bill, and an early adjournment if he
does. What I want to ascertain from the gentleman is an
estimate as to the continuation of the session if the bills do
not get to the President. Are the working lines now between
the gentlemen on that side of the aisle and their fellow Demo-
crats at the other end of the Capifol, and certain other gentle-
men, in such a condition that this bill is likely to get to the
President ?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not answer the gentleman’s ques-
tion at this time. As to the working lines, I will say to the gen-
tleman that that has not been as yet perfected. [Laughter.]
But I have hopes that it will be, and that we can préesent the
bill to the President.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman a moment ago talked as thongh
it was certain that the bill wonld go fo the President, and the
natural inference from that is that the gentleman is preparasd
to yield to the working lines at the other end of the Capitol in
order that the bill may go to the President. We are all inter-
ested in knowing whether it is the House that has something to
say about tariff legislation, or whether we act pro forma in
order that the Senate may actually pass a tariff bill.

Mr. FITZGERALD. We found that out in the last Congress.
[ Laughter.]

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1 will say to my friend that I will take
pleasure in answering his question when the conference report
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on the bill comes back to the House. As tc what my friend
from Connecticut said about these being drastic bills, I want to
gay, in the first place, that my friend is entirely mistaken abont
the incidental protection under the original bill that passcd the
House being only 27 per cent.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama
has expired. .

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman's time be extended five minutes,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Alabama be
extended five minutes? Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the incidental protection
that grows out of this wool bill to the woolen manufacturer
certainly, in my judgment, amounts to 30 per cent, and in my
judgment there is no question but that with that amount of
ineidental protection to the woolen industry it should make it a
thriving and suecessful business in this country.

As I stated the other day in reference to the cotton bill, I
believe that that bill, although there is a greater reduction in
rate than in the woolen bill, I believe it is the most conservative
bill so far as its effect on the industry will be, because, as I
said the other day, our estimate of increased importations is
only $10,700,000, less than one-half of 1 per cent of the amount
of cotton goods consumed in this country, and one-half of 1 per
cent increased importation could not possibly injure the great
cotton industry in this country.

But if we are mistaken in onr estimate of the importation,
and it is twice as much as we estimate, then the increased im-
portation and increased competition will only amount to 1 per
cent more by reason of the passage of this bill; and when we
have got a great cotton industry that is exporting its goods to
the Orient and which increased its exportations last year, I say
it is utter folly for any man to claim that a bill that only
increases the importation less than one-half of 1 per cent is a
serions menace to any business industry in the United States.
[Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I would like the privilege of five
minutes more in which to reply to the gentleman from Alabama.
His time was extended for five minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks unan-
imous consent to address the House for five minutes. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, HILL., Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr,
Uxpeewoobn] says that the incidental protection under the Un-
derwood woolen bill is 30 per cent. There is no incidental pro-
tection on any rate of duty less than the difference in the cost
of production, becanse such competition is unequal and unfair,
and if it was 5 per cent less than the difference in the cost of
production the revenue tariff would not carry that incidental
protection, because the industry would be impossible. But the
gentleman makes this serious mistake when he says there is
20 per cent protection under his bill, for he is only counting
withdrawing from the rate of duty on the fabric the compensa-
tory rate on the wool, whereas he makes no provision whatever
for the duty which the manufacturer has to pay on all the other
materials aside from wool that enter into the cost of the fabric.
Now, Canada tried it at 273 per cent preferential tariff with
Great Britain and absolutely failed, as we failed under the
Wilson bill, Canada had to raise her duty from 27% per cent to
30 per cent, with free wool, with a very much lower duty on
everything entering into the production of wool and fabries,
and to-day the industry in Canada is practically nil, for I am
informed by those who know that at least half of the woolen
mills of Canada are idle, even under a 30 per cent preferential
duty with Great Britain and very much lower duties on every-

-thing else that enters into the fabric.

Mr, UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, HILL. Certainly. ;

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman from
Connecticut if a large number of woolen mills in this country
to-day under a 90 per cent tariff are not idle?

Mr. HILI. They are, and cotton mills, too; and they will
continue to be idle just so long as the shadow of a Democratic
tarift for revenue only hangs over them. [Applause on the
Republican side.]

Mr. Speaker, in justification of my statement in regard to
rumors concerning the cotton industry I submit for printing in
the Recorp an editorial from™the Washington Post of this morn-
ing upon the South’s influence in Congress and ask that it be
E;Lntetl in the Recorn. I will not ask to have it read at this

e.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks unani-
mous conseént to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

The editorial is as follows:

BOUTH’S INVLUENCE IN CONGRESS.

The attitnde of the delegations from the cotton States on the tariff
uestion is Ch&uendﬁd by the Manufacturers’ Record, which has superlor
acilities for sounding the business sentiment of that section. According

to the Record, the SBouth has h1:11'1'.-w1:| away from its politicians, and they
no longer respond to the spirit of the times. The South has chang
from a wholly {eultural community to one whose factories have a
productive capa:ig ter than the combined output of the farms and
mines, but some of the peliticians have not chan, with it. They cl

to the South of tradition, and while they are essentlally honest the attle
tude of some of them in tariff legislation and discussion glves eviCence
that they must arouse themselves and learn if they would be of value
to thelr section.

This severe arraignment of the statesmen of the South by a usually
well-informed and conservative southern publication is Impressive, but

it Is not altogether deserved. The work of the extra session in
the House, if fairly indieative of the statesmanlike qualitles of these
men, does not show that they are mProceedlng rezinnrd}ess of the Interests
of their section. Search the legislative record vain for a single in«
stance where the South has not been excepted from the rulnous work<
ings of cut tariff rates. Scan the farmers' free-list bill, if you will, for
one among the hundred articles of manufacture afected that is made to
any extent in the South., Just how the southerners hypnotized their
party colleagues from the North into voting for that monumental piece
of sect!nnnlﬁmlmmnﬂon has never been explained. The wool revision
hits Texas growers ; but can not the South make a emall sacrifice, s
that the blow falls elsewhere with hundredfold force?

Now comes the cotton schedule, which on its face has the aspect of &
squaro deal at last. But really how much does the coarse cotton-goods
business of the South suffer in comparison with the handlc:g the bill
puts on the North? Is it not worth while to hand New England a lemon
of such acidity, even tho‘iﬁh it does do some hurt to northern capital
dolng business in the Sonth?

And doubtless the remaining schedules will be taken care of with the
same religious fidelity to detail that has marked the pellcy of revision
up to date. The Record, we apprehend, has taken its cue from the public
utterances of the men it pillories, whereas a truer appreciation of their
services might have been gained by a study of their work In the privacy
of tlie Commlittee on Ways and Means and the eaucus room.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr, Speaker, before the gentleman takes
his seat I would like to ask him if all of the Demoecrats in the
United States were dead whether all of these mills that are now
standing idle would at once start up? [Laughter on the Demo-«
cratie side.]

Mr. HILL. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I yielded to answer reasonable
questions. I will state that I think as it goes on there will be
less and less Democrats living, but I expect there will always
be some—just such as the gentleman who asks the guestion.

Mr. BARNHART. It does not look that way now.

Mr. BATHRICE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HILL. Certainly.

Mr. BATHRICK. Mr. Speaker, the last consular report from
Barcelona sets forth an extraordinary depression in the cotton
manufacturing business in that city. Is the Democratic Party
responsible for that?

Mr. HILL. I have not read that report yet; but I shall read
it, and be prepared to answer the question when I have.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Alabama, to disagree to the Senate amendment and
ask for a conference.

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to.

The Chair announced the following conferees:

Mr. UxpERWoOD, Mr. RANDELL of Texas, Mr. HIARRISON of New
York, Mr, PAYNE, and Mr. DALZELL.

CAMPAIGN PUBLICITY BILL.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 2958),
to amend an act entitled “An act providing for publicity of con«
tributions made for the purpose of influencing elections at which
Representatives in Congress are elected.”

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I move that the
House disagree to the Senate amendments and ask for a con«
ference.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentles
man from Missouri that the House disagree to the Senatd
amendments and ask for a conference.

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, RUCKER of Missourl. Certainly.

Mr. OLMSTED, Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman
from Missouri if he will state his purpose in asking this dis«
agreement? I will ask him first if he will agree to couple with
ils motion this: That in the adjustment of the differences be«
tween the two Houses on the said bill the ITouse conferees
shall yield to the Senate conferees so far as to agree that tha
following three propositions shall be retained in the bill:

1. That there shall be the same publicity of contributions and
expenditures concerning primary elections and indorsements at
general elections as in the case of general elections.

[}
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2. That the same publicity shall be required of contributions
and disbursements for the nomination, indorsement, or election
of Senators as in the case of Representatives in Congress.

8. That there shall be a limitation upon the amount which
may be expended to secure the nomination, indorsement, or
election as Senator or Representative in Congress.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the in-
quiry of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OrmsrtED], I
will say to him frankly I will not couple the motion he has just
read with the motion I have made to disagree to the Senate
amendments and ask for a conference. I do not believe that
the conferees ought to be instructed by the House, in the first
instance, because I fear an instruction would have a tendency
to destroy a free conference between the two bodies and might
be objectionable to the Senate. Let me say to the gentleman,
however, that he may rest in perfect contentment. If the
motion which I have made prevails, I think I am warranted in
gaying the gentleman will be one of the conferees. I will never
yield one iota from every suggestion contained in the paper
which you have just read sooner than you do, and if you yield,
then I assure you I will still be found fighting for those prin-
ciples, every one of them. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman asks the purpose of my motion.
I want to say to the House very briefly and frankly that I regard
the amendments added to this bill by the Senate as very valoa-
ble additions to it. I have, however, after carefully studying
the amendments, discovered what I think are obvious errors
and obvious mistakes, matters that I believe ought to be re-
formed and perfected during this session of Congress in order
that the bill, when it is enacted, may be such that no one who
advocates the principle of publicity will be ashamed to go to
his constituents and confess that he helped make it. My only
purpose is to perfect the bill. I disclaim any purpose whatever
to detract in the least from it. I do not want to destroy it,
but I want to inject into it life, vigor, and efficiency, and noth-
ing more, and I have every reason to believe that with the
gentleman's able assistance as a conferee we will have no
trouble whatever in reporting such a bill to this House that
every Member who favors publicity will readily agree to the
conference report, which, I assure the House, will retain the
primary feature. That is one of my hobbies, I will say o the
gentleman. I think this answers the gentleman's question.

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, if I may have a few minutes,
four or five minutes?

°  Mr. RUCKER of Migsouri. Certainly, Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman flve minutes.

. Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, the last Democratic conven-
tion adopted as part of its platform a plank demanding greater
publicity for election expenses. A bill was brought in here in
this Democratic House which improved very little, if any, the
bill passed by the Republican Party at the last session of Con-
gress. It did have in it a provision regquiring the publicity of
expenses before the election. My friend from Missouri says
that his hobby is requiring publicity of primary election ex-
penses, but it is to be observed that he voted against his hobby
when such a proposition was offered upon the floor as an orig-
inal amendment to this bill. The Senate has put in certain
amendments which embody that feature and the others to
which I have already called attention, and which we on this
gide think are very important features. Now, we did not know
just what we were going to face this morning. A week ago
the gentleman from Missourl informed us while the genfleman
from New York [Mr. PaYxe] was speaking that if he lived until
to-morrow he would have an opportunity to vote to concur in
the Senate amendments, but last night our Democratic friends
held a secret eaucus upon this subject. I find in the Washing-
ton Herald of this morning this statement:

More than 150 Democrats attended the cancns last night until 12.30
a. m. in the Hall of the Honse of Representatives, which was ealled to
decide upon the policy of the majority party of the body with refer-
ence to the Sennte amendments to the campaign publlicity bill.

Rizht off the bat the caucus adopted a stringent resolution for-
bidding any Member to reveal anything that might happen during the
continuance of the caucus, and threatening the instant discharge of any
employee discovered giving out information on the subject.

[Lenghter on the Republican side,]

In other words, they were opposed to publicity of their own
actions on the publicity bill. [Applause on the Republican side.]
Therefore I say we did not know what we might be up against
this morning. Now, I am free to confess that the Senate amend-
ments—and I would rather see them adopted in toto than see
them fail—do need some improvement, some smoothing out.
For instance, there is a provision in one of them that no candi-
date shall expend in the aggregate more than 10 cents for each
voter in his district.

Now, a voter is a man who votes. Differently construed he
might be a man who is entitled to vote, but no man on earth

can tell before election who is going to vote, how many are
going to vote, or how many are entitled to vote. Therefore
that provision in the bill as it now stands is inoperative. No-
body could be convicted for a violation of that provision. If
you took it in the State of Mississippi, say, in the first three
districts, the votes at the last congressional election were so
few they have failed to record them at all in the Congressional
Directory, I take it, therefore, that candidates in those districts
counld not spend anything. In the sixth district there were cast
4,070 votes. A man could spend $407 there. T notice that my
friend from Missouri [Mr. Rucker] has left that entirely out
of his proposed amendment, which he printed in the Recorp
the other day. I hoped the gentleman from Missouri would
consent to instructions to conferees such as I suggested. I do
not think such instruetions would prevent a full and free con-
ference, because they do not ask that the Senate conferees
yield to the House conferees in any particular, but merely that
the House accept.

But I have entire confidence in the gentleman from Missouri
and in his statement. If he and I are conferees, as he suggests,
and he votes in harmony with my suggestions, as he says he
will, we shall finally have a pretty good bill. I take it that
he will be the chairman of the conferees of the House; at least,
the first member on the conference. I am willing to accept his
statement. As some of the Senate amendments were made on
the floor of the Senate, some of them without previous consid-
eration, they can be improved, and therefore I am entirely
content, Mr. Speaker, so far as I am concerned, that the motion
of the gentleman from Missouri shall prevail.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen-
tleman from Missouri——

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, permit me just one
moment more to make an additional statement. The gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLumsTEp] read from some newspaper
an article concerning the caucus of the Democrats last night.
In some respects, I take it, although I could not hear the read-
ing very well, the article recites facts and in some respects it
does not recite facts.

Mr. MANN. Tell u®what the facts are.

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. Come over on this side and get
acquainted. I will say, Mr. Chairman, there was no action
taken in eaucus that binds anybody to vote for this measure or
against it when it comes back from conference—none whatever.
When it comes back it is going to be so harmonious and so per-
fectly in accord with public sentiment that I think everybody,
without eaucus action, will be for it. I hope so, at least.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen-
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Rucker], to disagree to the Senate
amendments and ask for a conference,

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER announced the following conferees:

Mr. Rucker of Missouri, Mr. ConNrY, and Mr. OLMSTED.

THE COTTON SCHEDULE.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill
H. R. 12812, a bill to reduce the duties on manufactures of
cotton.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill H. R. 12812, with Mr. Curror in the
chair.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I had promised to yield the
first hour to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCair]
this morning, but he has yielded half of his time fo his col-
league [Mr. WicpEr]. Therefore, I yield 30 minutes to the
latter.

Mr. WILDER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to acknowledge my in-
debtedness to the distingnished statesman from Massachusetts,
my friend and colleagne [Mr. McCarr], for the privilege of
speaking first this morning. I trust what I have to say may not
be entirely unworthy of the favor.

I shall speak upon this bill from the standpoint of the busi-
ness man or from the standpoint of its practical workings. I
am quite aware that laws must be made by lawyers. No less
true is it that business must be transacted by business men.
About one-half of my life I have given to the rank and file;
a large portion of the other half I have given to manufacturing,
incidentally knowing something about the law. I have found,
however, by experience that the lawyer knows about as much
concerning the praetical workings of the business man as the
business man knows about the intricacies of the law. Each has
a general knowledge of the other, but the science of business
is an exact science, while the workings of law are not exact.
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This we understand well by the various important decisions
that are rendered from time to time. As to the last two deci-
sions from the United States Supreme Court, none knew what
they were to be, whereas when we come to the affairs of busi-
ness, it is an exact science. The business that is legitimate,
that is well managed, will succeed. The business that is not
well managed will fail.

And so as to the tariff. I wish to speak upon it from the
standpoint of the business with which it has to do. Certainly
it is the largest problem connected with our business affairs.
We well know the line of business activity from the man who
handles his own farm and raises his own crops from which he
takes his living, then to the transactions that he has with his
neighbor and the market and next to his town, and next his
State; then with his pation, each of which is larger and more
complex than before. Still, when we come to the question of
our business activities with the world, we are in the realm of
the largest business transactions that exist.

The tariff, to my mind, seems something like a tree, with one
common root and many branches. Perhaps all of our national
activities would center in this same common root. The tariff
divides itself, as we hear it spoken of very many times, info
five different lines of activities—f{ree trade, tariff for revenue,
protection, regulation, and reciprocity. They are all related,
and when we come to organize a tariff on the basis of any one
of them, we overloock others just as important and perhaps
more so than the one we consider. For instance, when we come
to advance the idea of tariff along the lines of revenue only,
we leave out other more important features than the element of

revenue. Free trade, surely from a Democratic standpoint, is.

nothing. I say “nothing” because if we had no laws whatever,
that would be free trade. We need no law to trade freely.
Then we come to a tariff for revenue only. A tariff for revenue
only is wholly mercenary when considered alone, and it may be
cruel. For instance, 45 per cent tariff on women and children’s
clothing, provided in the Underwoed wool bill when considered
alone, is cruel, but when it has involved with it the guestion
whether or not it insures additional work for those very people,
you have brought in another element wifich may rescue it from
its discreditable position as a tariff for revenue only. One can
not be used wisely alone. They all onght to be operated to-
gether. And when we come fo revise the cotton schedule for
revenue purposes, we leave out matters of more importance for
those of less importance; we leave out those more honorable
for those of less credit, for certainly to live alone for money,
as an individual, is not the highest ideal of life. Most certainly
such can not be the fact with a country so great as ours,

I wish, then, to go a little further than I went in a previous
speech made in this House on the question of labor and its
relation to the tariff. I said then that the goods that we used
from abroad or imported, or the question of tariff regulation,
was from 50 to 75 per cent labor. I wish to increase that
ratio to from 75 to 90 per cent labor. I will try and make that
clear if I have time. The reason I say this is a question of
Jabor is for the same reason that Abraham Lincoln advanced
when he was speaking about one of the great questions of the
day in his time, that * the evil so far transcends the good that
I shall speak of it only as an evil.”

So I say that in our matters of tariff and our matters of
manufacture the question of labor so far exceeds all other
things that I am constrained to say that it is almost wholly a
question of labor. It is more than 75 per cent a question of
labor, and I wish to address myself to the subject from that
standpoint.

I wish, then, to state that the vital test of a correctly regu-
Jated tariff, from the standpoint of our business interests, as a
whole, is the question of the balance of trade. I make the
statement that the times of the greatest depression in this coun-
try have been the times when the balance of trade stood most
largely against us for a considerable period and that the times
of the greatest prosperity in this country were those times when
the balance of trade was most largely in our favor for a
considerable period.

It is exactly the same as in our individual affairs. If my
outgoes are greater than my incomes, it is not long before I am
in bad shape financially. If, on the other hand, my income is
greater than my outgo, I am constantly improving financially.
If we sell abroad more than we buy from abroad, we are in-
creasing our foreign balance and our prosperity; and it makes
no difference how much we may argue, or how far we go hither
or yon, we can not get away from this proposition. It starts
with our individuoal affairs and goes through every business
avenne of life, and it assuredly does not cease in our national
affairs. The real or practical test is the size of the imports.
For every million dollars worth of goods we buy from abroad,

that we can make here, we put out of employment more than
$700,000 worth of labor in this country. This may be worked
out from any standpoint from which you may approach it,
and the net result must be the same.

Many times the question is overlooked of the great relation
that our tariff affairs have to the question of finance. Here
comes up a very important matter that I do not often see men-
tioned, and that is the relation of our tariff affairs to panics.
Many 'people do not appear to observe a material difference
between the panic of 1907 and the panic of 1802-3. The panic
of 1892-3 was a chronic panie, the panic of 1007 was an acute
panic. One came about when there were normal adequate
cumulative reasons for it. The panic of 1907 came about
when there was no normal or camulative reason for it. What
was the difference? In 1802-3 and previous and succeeding
we were buying goods largely from abroad and our mills at
home were shut down or abnormally so. Our debts were grow-
ing largely abroad, and our income from abroad was slight,
until the trade balance was against us, and consequently the
finanecial balance was against us, and the foundation was laid
for those distressing times which I know something about,
from 18902 to 1807. That was a chronie panic followed as always
by a depression brought about by the balance of trade running
largely against us, or in other words by our imports being large
and our exports being small; by our buying more abroad than
we sold abroad. -

The causes of this depression are not far to find. They have
been analyzed so many times in this House that it is not neces-
sary for me to analyze them again. In the cotton schedule be-
fore us, however, the average tariff levied is substantially less
than it was in the law that made those awful times possible or
induced such a disastrous ¢ulmination.

In the fall of 1907 the panic we had was acute. There was
no normal, adequate, or cumulative reason for it. A combina-
tion of sharp, quick circumstances brought about a state of af-
fairs acute and severe at the time, yet from which we quickly
recovered, because the foundation elemients were not such as
would make a long depression inevitable. Those elements were
the long-continued large balance of trade in our favor; that is,
our large exports and our comparatively smaller imports. We
gain or lose gold or credits from abread exactly in propotion
to our trade balances, and it does not follow that because this
couniry is large it can not be harmed, nor does it follow be-
cause it can not be harmed in a moment that it can not be
harmed at all. Of course, as we grow larger we may take in
more millions of foreign goods and not notice it to any large
extent, as we might when we were smaller.

1 suppose as the country grows large and wealthy to that
extent we may take in foreign goods; but still the law stands,
that every million dollars’ worth of foreign goods imported
throws out $750,000 worth of American labor. We can not get
away from that proposition. We may not be able to find at
first the people who are out of work, because it does not put out
of work specific individuals. But it does, just the same, put
out of work that amount of labor—mnot necessarily all in one
factory, but distributed all along the line, Our affairs are
becoming so stupendous and so inextricably interwoven that it
is difficult to state just where the ultimate comes, but that it
comes is something that must be admitted. The mere state-
ment of the fact makes it apparent that there can be no wage
scale for us in goods coming into this couniry from abroad.
Aglynwage scale, however poor, is better than no wage scale
at all

Many times it is stated that the free-trade bills, or those bills
lowering duties, like the cotton schedule and the wool schedule
and others, are like or similar to the trade relations we have
had, like reciprocity with Cuba and like free trade witl the
Philippines or some other bilis of that sort. Is there no differ-
ence between our trade relations that we are near making with
Canada, with 8,000,000 people, the nearest like ourselves of any
people on the face of the earth, and such an arrangement as
the free-list bill that deals with the peoples of all the earth
with its 1,000,000,000 inhabitants? Is there no difference in
the exchange of some or even all supplies with Canada on an
even basis and the proposition to give up our markets rezard-
less to the pauper labor of the earth? They can not be com-
pared. I get out of patience sometimes at these calamity howl-
ers about the harm that will come from reciprocity with Canada
and Cuba and yet are in favor of the farmers' frea-list bill that
gives our markets to all the world when they do not give us
anything in exchange, whereas reciprocity is an exchanging
of produets, like reciprocity with Canada, in which she gives us
some of her produets and we give her some of ours in return on
some fair basis. If Canada was commercially annexed to ou#
country, is there anyone who thinks that that would materially
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harm ns—=g&,000,000 people like our own, merély adding another
State like New York or Pennsylvania? Tt might be glorious,
but seareely edlamitous. Tt is wholly unlike the question relat-
ing ‘to -other bills, one of which we are considering at the
present ‘time. Hundreds and thousands of people are molested
by one and not harmed by the other.

T ngain refer to those beauntiful times between 1802 and 1897,
the only time when we have had a 'Democratic tariff law since
I remember, for T have heard ‘it stated in 'this House several
times ‘that President Taft remarked that Schedule K of the
Payne tariff bill is indefensible. Quite likely ‘that'is true, but
where was it ever written ‘that he stated that the Underwood
bill was defensible? Where has he ever stated that the Under-
wood revision of ‘the cotton schedule mow before us was de-
fensible? Give him a chance at them and see what he awill say
about them. [Applause on the Republiean side.]

Again, when you are quoting Presidents, why not quote your
own President? What did he say about the Wilson-Gorman
hill? He did mot take ount one schedule that he thought was
indefensible. "Did not he say -that the bill was a piece-of party
perfidy and dishonor? Why not quote this for-a change? But
the late President Cleveland, you must remeniber, was half
Republican; ‘that is why he was elected. [Laughter.] You
say, Wherein? I say on the matter of finance one of ‘the greatest
and most important of all our affairs. 1 may have more to
gay on ‘this -gsubject when 'it comes up in ‘the ‘winter. Was not
he squarely on the Republican platform on finance? 1 say
that no man ean ever be elected President of this great
Republic who is an out and out Democrat; and, gentlemen, if
you ‘want ‘to ‘elect a President a year from mnext fall you must
be sure and tanke one that is partly Republican. [Laughter and
applause -on ‘the Republican side.]

That celebrated Wilson law of 1893 to 1807, we are informed
by competent anthority, earried an average tariff of 44 per cent
ad vdlorem on the cotion schefule. The Payne law, which is
now in vogue, we are informed carries an average of 48 per cent
on the cotton schedule. The present 'bill that we have before
us, we are informed 'by 'the same authority, carries an average
of 27 per cent on the eotton schedule. By what token or rule
was it ever established that in the Democratic experience we
had from 1893 to 1807 under a 44 per cent average tariff on a
cotton schedule that ‘we can-now live with an average of 27
per cent?

The Wilson bill ‘is out-Wilsoned in this affair., It is also
stated by the same source that the estimated imports under this
proposed bill will be something 1ike $11,000,000 more than under
the present law. It has been stated this morning that this was
a very small amount of the whole—that is, of our entire
cotton eommerce. ‘Granted. Just the same, from ‘the iime
we start, all along through the line of these manufactures not
only the labor in the yarn and weaving mill, but the labor of
building the factories, machinery, -and the administration, and
overhead charges, the selling expenses, and the rallroad em-
ployees, and every other affair that enters info or is connected
with the handling of the goods, all goes into the guestion .of
labor, it can be very easily established that at least £8,000,000
of labor is represented by $11,000,000 of imports. Now, it is
thought to be a light thing, $11,000,000 inecrease ‘in our imports,
but ‘it is admifted that such is-the expectation, and if sueh is
the realization it is easy to discover that about $8,000,000 of
labor would be put out of work annually, allowing $500 each,
then 16,000 people will be thrown out of work by these increased
imports. This bill is wrongly labeled. This bill ought to be
labeled a bill to throw 16,000 people out of work, because that
is exactly what is is admitted that it will do. How can we
escape from the proposition that where goods come in from
abroad they carry with them no labor, and so all is lost.

Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts
yield to the gentleman from Illinois?

Mr. WILDER. Certainly.

‘Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman is figuring on labor at $500
a year.

Mr. WILDER. In the cotton mills, men, women, and ‘some
children. .

Mr. BUCHANAN. Ts.it not a fact that the reports from the
Department of Commerce and Labor give it at less ‘than $5
a week as the average, and will that make $500 a year?

Mr. WILDER. I do not object in the least to my Democratic
friend arguing for me. T wanted to be fair, and I put it at
$500. If he wants to put it at-§5 a week, then he must throw
82.000 people out of work. T like it if he does.

Mr. BUCHANAN. 1 want to get the right information, and

-if the gentleman wants to sustain ‘a tariff and claim ‘that it has

succreded and accomplished something while it is getting that

™

kind of conditions for labor, he is welcome to ithe credit for
doing it.

Mr, WILDER. I would only make one point in reply to that,
The labor even then is better than mno labor at all, as they
had from 1803 to 1807, with Gen. Coxey and his army and
soup hounses galore. ‘Does the gentleman want some more of

ithat? This bill looks like an effort in that direction.

Mr. BUUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman ‘yield

further?

Mr. WILDHER. Certainly.
‘Mr. BUCHANAN. Does the 'gentleman think with 40 per

icent of children under the age of 16 at work, where labor

is crushing 'the lives out of ithe children at a tender age, and
also out of women, that that is a condition that is acceptable in
preference to hardly anything?

Mr. WILDER. T am notarguing for that. I amnot in favor
of women and children operating in our factories. I would like
to see them all up to this $500 basis, to which the gentleman
from Illinois appears to object. I am certainly making this
proposition fair for his side.

Mr. BUCHANAN. T was just asking for the facts. 1 wanted
to know whether my information is ecorrect or not.

Mr. WILDER. I will not raise the question of whether or

mnot it is, T shall contend, however, that even if true in some

cases and under some circumstanees, that a small wage is better
than no wage and Government soup.

Mr. BUCHANAN. My efforts have always been for high
wages, and if T can do anything to get them, I will be glad to
do it.

Mr. WILDER. Then, the gentleman will have to vote against
this bill. Mr. Chairman, T wish to follow a litile further the
question of cheap wages raised by the gentleman from Illinois.
I stated before that I had spent nearly half of my life in manu-
facturing, No tariff is necessary, let me say in the first place,
to protect anything in any of the factories with which I am

«connected. ‘We are a pecnliar set of American ducks out our

way, and we believe very strictly in Americanism. “We welcome
all of these people who come to us from the other side, a million
of them a year, and are willing 'to do all we can to help them
be Americans, in the real sense, whether born here or adopted
here; but when it comes to a question of relative wages, these
affairs adjust themselves, and when we come to a thoroughly
expert American proposition; whether it be in manufacturing or
anything else, the world can not compete with us.

When many of these cheap wage people come over from
Europe, Asia, and Africa, they are not in any sense Americans,
and ‘those who don’t want to be,or don't try to be, as with the
Chinese, we don’t want them here, for this is America, the
“land of the free and the home of the brave.”” Many insist on
their Old World methods and living and don’t get into the spirit
at all, or only in a small way. "We believe in “American wages
for American workmen,” and would frame our tariff bills ac-
cordingly. ‘"Witness the splendid prosperity of the last 10 years.
The world never knew the like of it regardiess of all its human
shortcomings. ‘But it'takes time to become a irue American. If
is ‘not easy perhaps to come to Congress through the bridge-
building-blacksmith-steeple-jack route, especially when you have
to escape from perilous positions via the hand-over-hand cable
route & la the Apostle Paul from ‘the Damascus wall, but like
Booker Washington’s remark about the negro, we are coming up,
some head first, some heels first, some end over end, but we are
coming up.

And there are many siniilar experiences in this country, also
many lines of manufacture so developed that the old country
simply ean not compete. Tt has been stated, however, and mis-
used in my estimation to some extent in the shoe industry where
one party stated that the tariff was not material with his par-
ticular business and some have tried to use it as meaning that
it was not material in the shoe business generally. Nothing of
the sort. The facts are this party makes a specialty by which
he has built up a trade along special lines and people call for
that thing and want nothing else and the guestion of competition
is not in it, but when ‘you come to ‘the eotton, or worsted, or
woolen schedules the mills abroad are as well equipped as our
mills here and the labor as skilled and perhaps more so. Those
are old industries built up ‘from time immemorial, Now, the
real question after all is sdid and done is, Do we want Ameri-

ccan wages paid to American workmen? We may say they are

miserable in some cases; that is, those paid near-Americans
and far-Americans. "We hope they will all become more Amer}-
canized later.

“We are aware that the prices in many of ‘these cases are 100
low, ‘but ‘wherein will it remedy matters to make them still
lower; wherein will it help to buy the goods abroad and shut
down the mills altogether? Will we pursue our course along
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those lines? Do those who are in favor of this bill and think
that American wages are not high enough at the present time
think matters will be benefited by taking labor away altogether
and giving it to them on the other side of the river. It occurs
to me that is rather an unfortunate method with which to
accomplish anything good. I should think it was going down
hill backward. Now I want to put up one point in regard to
the awful profits which manufacturers make on their goods. I
judge that some speakers are not entirely informed along these
lines, and I want to make an illustration to show what is
apparent on its face and ask if on the whole it looks like an
enormous profit, and yet it is what often happens when youn
find these large profits from the bjg concerns or maybe trusts,
Suppose the concern has a capital of §100,000, is in good
credit, as any quantity of our large concerns are, and can bor-
row $100,000 more. "They would not pay exceeding § per cent
for that additional $100,000.

Mr. BOWMAN. They would now pay € per cent.

Mr. WILDER., An average of § per cent for a concern in
good credit. I do not mean all over the country, but I mean
where our large manufacturing industries are, but I do not
wish even to be confined to 5 per cent. You can take 6 per
cent, it makes no difference. So they have a working capital
of $200,000, and with that working capital of $200,000 there are
many mills in this country which do $1,000,000 worth of busi-
ness. Now would any of you think that 5 per cent profit was
too much after the labor and the materials are paid for, after
the overhead is paid for, selling expenses paid for, salaries are
paid for; would you think that 5 per cent was foo large a net
profit? I do not believe anyone here would for a moment sug-
gest that they were not"willing to pay a profit of § per cent on
goods they purchase; but are you aware that under such cir-
cumstances the net profit of that concern would be 344,000 a
year on $100,000 capital? These big concerns and trusts of
which we speak at the present time are doing an enormous
business, with a profit so small you can hardly find it specific-
;Ily. I am going to give some little details of what the margin
s and——

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts has expired.

Mr. PAYNE. I yield 15 minutes additional time to the gen-
tleman.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetis is rec-
ognized for 15 minutes additional.

Mr. WILDER. I propose to show on some goods I have here
made in the fourth Massachnsetts district, which I know about,
that I am sure you will not find any fault with the profits that
are made on them, and at the same time I do not know how we
can cut them out of it, because when we cut out much we cut
out the whole. I do not think anyone questions the proposition
which I stated in reference to $100,000 capital and $100,000
borrowed capital doing $1,000,000 worth of business and earn-
ing nonorably and fairly $44,000. I do not say that all of the
concerns in the country are doing that. But, if you apply this
principle to the much-hated Standard Oil Co.,, and no one
has any reason to hate them more than I, and yet, I suppose,
even the devil is entitled to his due. And you come to figure
up the business this concern does, I doubt if the profit will
exceed 10 per cent, perhaps not more than 5. They are
located in every hamlet, everywhere. They make a little rake-
off here and there and everywhere, but the total amounts to
$40,000,000 dividends. I am aware of it. I want it distinetly
understood that I am not talking for that crowd, and yet the
late Henry H. Rogers once made the statement that there never
was a time when water could be hauled 100 miles and sold
cheaper than oil is sold for to-day. FPoland water, just pure
spring water, comes from Poland, Me., and we pay 25 cents or
inore per quart, which would be a dollar or more a gallon, while
kerosene sells for 10 cents a gallon.

I do not wish to defend these people, but it is generally ad-
mitted to be the best-managed concern that there is on earth
to-day, and upon that fact depends much of the profit. They
have been ripped up the back and the front for being a trust
and have been dissolved by the United States Supreme Court.
Now let us see what we have gained or if the price of their
goods is any cheaper. These fellows know how to manage their
affairs profitably under any circumstances. But here is another
concern that makes a profit of only 74 per cent on fabrics. If
any of you object to that profit, hold up your hands, I am
talking about these things because a reduction of T} per cent
will wipe out all there is. A reduction of 10 per cent will ruin
any quantity of industries in this country. When we talk of
these things in a flippant fashion we do not know what we are
talking about. We are talking theory and not fact.

I have here some gingham made by the big Parkhill mills, of
Fitchburg, Mass,, possibly some of them by the big Lancaster
mills, of Clinton, Mass. I have also here two pieces of worsted.
The same story in regard to both of them. This piece of worsted
[exhibiting] is not exactly like the worsted which I have on,
but those near by me can see that there is not much difference
between them. It can be bought for $1.50 a yard. It takes
33 yards to make a suit of clothes, making the total cost
of enough for a suit §5.25. That piece of worsted [exhibiting]
comes from the Sherriffs Worsted Mills, and the yarn was
made by the Star Worsted Co., of Fitchburg, the mills which
made the inaugural suit of President Taft. I do not say that
the cloth for his inaugural suit did not cost more than $5.25,
for that was a finely woven double cloth, but this piece of cloth
here [exhibiting] costs $1.50 per yard. That is the wholesale
price, and it is good enough for any gentleman, and the manu-
facturers are not responsible for the fact that the tailor charges
you $40 or $50 for the suit, the price which they charge me,
You are not going to attack the manufacturers and their work-
men in my district and I not say a word, when, as a matter of
fact, the manufacturer is not asking an exorbitant price for
such a piece of goods.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WILDER. Certainly.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will not the gentleman ex-
plain if that had been an imported article what the tariff
would have been upon it?

Mr., WILDER. I have not that exact information.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then will the gentleman
answer this: The $5.25 for which that cloth was laid down to
the man who made it up into the suit costing $40 or $50 in-
cluded every possible tariff charge, did it not? I am assum-
ing it is foreign made.

Mr. WILDER. I am not quite in sympathy with the tariff
being a tax. But that piece of goods is made and sold in this
country against foreign goods, tariff and all.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is to say, these goods
at $5.25 for 8% yards had the benefit of the barrier levied
against imported articles at the customhouse?

Mr. WILDER. Quite right.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Hence all the tariff is re-
sponsible for is to be found in that $5.257

Mr. WILDER. Quite right. Let me follow that a little fur-
ther, which will elinch that matter. That piece of worsted, I
am informed by Mr. SBherriffs, can be purchased for one or one
hundred suits. If anybody wants it they can have 3% yards for
$5.25. If they want to go along through other lines and pay
more, well and good, but the manufacturer is not responsible for
it, and yet the tariff protects the manufacturer and his men
and the industry all along the line.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Assuming that the tariff is
paid upon that $5.25 worth of cloth, and the tailor sells you the
suit for $40, will you please explain wherein the tariff is re-
sponsible for the increase in the cost price between $5.25 and
the $407

Mr. WILDER, Well, I could if I had time.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then there is no tariff ex-
action in any of that large increase in the price?

Mr. WILDER. No tariff on the cloth outside of the §5.25.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Let me ask farther: Is the
inerease given to labor?

Mr. WILDER. Certainly everything is given to labor. Let
some one on the other side of the House show to the contrary
if they can. .

Mr, HARDY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yleld?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts
yield to the gentleman from Texas?

Mr. WILDER. Yes.

Mr. HARDY. Does not the gentleman's argument tend to
indicate that the next remedy will be, and must be, to reduce
the tariff on the final suit of clothes, the completed manufac-
tured article? Must you not reduce that also? !

Mr. WILDER. That is all domestic. The tariff does not
touch it. How are you to get a “to-order ” suit from abroad?

Mr. HARDY. But if your clothing—if your suits were put
on the free list or the tax placed very low on them, that would
bring down all these intermediate additions to the cost, would
it not?

Mr. WILDER. Yes; but these intermediate additions are
labor. I think the concern that made this sult of clothes is
doing an honorable business under modern conditions, and I
think if you would cut down the tariff on the completed goods
it would harm the ready-made suit makers.

’,_.-——"
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Mr. HARDY. Then you think that——

Mr. WILDER. The remedy is not to lower the tariff.

Mr. HARDY. What is it then?

Mr. WILDER. That is not the point I am making. It isnot
the tariff, excepting as the workmen get it through some route
or other.

Mr. HARDY. The point I make is that if you rednce the
tariff on a suit of clothes and the manufacturer’s product and
the tailor's product, all along the line, then the people would get
some benefit of it.

Mr. CAMPBELL. If I may-be allowed to answer that ques-
tlon I would say that we would probably be buying $8 suits of
clothes all along the line,

Mr, HARDY. And of the same quality.

* Mr. CAMPBELL. Not at alL

© Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman yield?
" The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts
yleld to the gentleman from Illinois?

Mr. WILDER. Yes.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Would it not be better for these work-
ingmen who work for $5 a week to be able to buy a sait of
clothes for $8? They can not pay any more,

Mr; WILDER, Well, sir, I do not know of any men who are
working for $5 a week. There are not any in my town, or in my
vicinity. There is no use in-mincing matters of that kind, and
furthermore you can buy plenty of $8 ready-made suits now, and
the man who wants * to order " suits takes them of choice, hence
there is no hardship,

Mr. BUCHANAN. If the gentleman will look at the reports
of the Department of Commerce and Labor he will find those
figures there.

Mr. WILDER. I am talking and living in actual life to-day.
I am not getting my ideas from printed reports.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have better figures on the worsted
business than on the cotton business, but it illustrates the work-
ings of the tariff. Now notice that the mill that makes that
plece of worsted, as I have stated, does not make the yarn.
There is 89 cents of actual cost (purchase price) in the yarn
in that piece of goods per yard. There is 383 cents of labor in
that piece of goods, and there is 9 cents of overhead charges
in it, and 8 cents of selling expenses, and 11 cents profit, which

ig, as you will see, less than 73 per cent profit on that piece of

goods which is worth $1.50 a yard. That is the regular price of
that piece of goods, wholesale, to-day.

Now, let us not expect to find the solution of the difficulty
in the manufacturer, for $5.25 for that piece of goods is not
a high price. Now, how much can you lower the tariff—
answer me this question, now—how much can you lower the
tariff on that particular article and not at the same time put
some one out of business? You can not lower it without selling
that plece of goods for less than $1.50 a yard. How much can
you take out of the profit of 74 per cent. Does anybody wish
1o reduce that? There is 8 cents for selling, about 5 per cent.
Does anybody want or expect a man to go on the road or else-
where and sell goods for less than 5 per cent commission?
Does any gentleman on that side of the House want to reduce
the labor item of 33 cents? Can the overhead charge be re-
duced that covers the cost of the maintenance of the factory?

It is all well enough to say that we should be able to buy our
goods abroad, overlooking entirely the loss of the whole labor
in this country, in machinery and the factories and every other
thing. Do you think it would make no difference if our goods
were made on machines and in faetories made abroad and so
lose only the machines and factory building? Is not that a
strange thought? And yet do we realize what this labor means?
Lybor means, on metal, from the time it starts from the
mines along up through the transportation companies to the
farnaces, to the mills, to the factories where it is made up; and
what is one man’s supply is another man’s finished material.
The same is true with respect to the farms. Why, over across
the way, one gentleman—I think it was the distingnished Sena-
tor from Idaho, Mr. HevysurN—gave a description recently
of a ranch where the total expense of running the place for
10 years was $70,000, and the sales were $69,000; $15.000 of the
sales, however, was to themselves for fodder, etc. And so
we reduce the proposition to a $55,000 proposition, and $30,000
of it was for labor, while $15,000 of it was for interest money,
as he apparently borrowed the most of his capital and did not
own his whole farm. That made $15,000 more. That cuts it
down to a margin of $10,0000 for his living and for every other
affair for 10 years. A great deal of the living is labor. I say
the whole thing is labor from beginning to end.

I said 89 cents was for yarn in this piece of cloth. Yes: but
I go back to the yarn mill, and I have the figures here, I will
not try to give them, as the time is getting so short.

On necessities that can be made in this country the tariff
should be so low as to insure a sharp competition; on luxuries
the highest compatible with a fair competition. Necessities
that can not be made in this country should be free, and on
luxuries that can not be made in this country there should be
levied the highest collectible rates.

There is much to be said along these lines, and it all argues
to this same end. How much labor is there in this yarn?
Probably 25 per cent. And then the overhead charge is labor.
And then for buildings; machines, and affairs of that sort. The
salesmen represent labor. When you come to the question,
“WWhat is labor?” it is all labor, including the wool growing.

Even the large income of any man goes right back into labor,
for, indeed, the stocks and bonds he buys are issned to pay for
labor. When a millionaire builds his fine house it all goes into
labor. Indeed, the closer you follow it the more nearly all our
activities are sure to turn up as labor.

I remember a story which I read when I was quite young.
I guess you have all heard of it. It is the story of a cele-
brated gentleman in a saddle, who rode from Winchester, 20
miles away; and he came up to the boys and saw them in con-
fusion and defeat and rout and said, “ Come on, boys; we will
sleep in our own tents to-night.”

How would you divide up the pay for what that crowd did?
Would it be too muech to give that distinguished general one-
quarter or one-half of the glory? I use this as an illustration
of what goes to make up labor. Are you going to say, because
I have not sawed wood to any extent for 10, 15, 25, or 30 years,
that I do not labor? I am the one man in our concern who does
the most labor, for the longest hours, and bears the biggest
burden. I am glad to bear them; I have learned how to bear
them. That is what every man should aim for—to bear buz-
dens; but when he comes to do that he has become something
of an American, and he certainly is not going to work for $2.50
or $0 a week. IHe is going along up the line somewhere,

A great railroad has recently been looking for a president at:
a salary of §100,000 per annum. You say large? Do you think
that a salary of $2,000 per annum large for a man who is com-
petent to managé a business of $1,000,000—only one-fifth of 1
per cent—but the fotal business of that railroad is over $50,000,-
000 per annum and the salary less than one-fifth of 1 per cent.
Do not you suppose that the difference between good and
mediocre or bad management would amount to more than one-
fifth of 1 per cent? Try it on your own affairs, however large
or small, and see. So I say it is all labor, each man being paid
the reasonable price that our civilization and progress in
Americanism determines.

Now, there is not much politics in this speech, is there? Iam.
Jjust talking about the practical facts of manufacture. It is not
my business when I am talking before this House to be a poli-
tician. I want to state frankly and clearly that I am a Repub-
lican becaunse I believe in the policies, the principles, and the
practices of the Republican party. The Republican party in-
tends to stand for that which is right and good and best, and
when you gentlemen on the other side of the aisle get any-
thing that we deem fo be good, we at once appropriate it.
That has been shown in the past. You say we take your plat-
forms. We do not. We simply take that which is good In
them and which was probably put there by mistake. [Applause
on the Republican side.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. PAYNE. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman. :

Mr. WILDER. This bill will admittedly lessen the revenue
about $3,000,000 and increase the imports about $11,000,000. In
other words, runs at ‘““both spigot and bung™ at the same time.
The money runs out of the spigot (Treasury) by the lessening
revenue and out of the bunghole by the extra money from the
country generally to pay for the increased imports. Who ever
saw such folly launched as a good business proposition? While
it is claimed to be a tariff for revenue only, it admitedly raises
some rates and allows others to remain already prohibitive.
Henee no revenue whatever, and strange as it may seem, these
low-grade cotton cloths; used so largely by the pecple whom the
sponsors for this monstrosity claim to serve and expect it to be
overlooked, that in addition to this this grade of goods are
largely made by the South, from whence these patriotic gentle-
men come. They say the country wants the fariff reduced,
presumably regardiess of consequences, and that they were
ordered to do it last fall, but ask any manufacturer if he wants
the tariff reduced on the goods he makes, and he will answer,
in'no unecertain way, no. Ask the workman if he wants the
wages reduced on the specific goods that he makes, and he will
ery, no. What, then, they expect that it will be reduced only

on the goods that they buy; this is, of course; impossible, for
what they buy some one else sells. Where is the trouble, then?
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Simply the people have been deceived, and if the framers of
this cotfon schedule do not know it they might recall that they
have not had much experience in tariff making, and that it is
no hop, skip, and jump affair when the gquestion might suggest
itself to them, if they were sure that they knew enough to
make a good bill without more care. In short, would it not be
the part of wisdom to await the report of the tariff board, and
even then take more time.

I can not end what I have to say better than by quoting that
much-loved man of whom we have all heard so many times,
Abraham Lincoln. Whatever he says must be good. So I
will close with a favorite quotation from him:

I am pot bound to win, but I am bound to stand true. T am not
bound to succeed, but I must live up to the light I have. I must stand
with anyone who stands right, stand with him so long as he stands
right, and when he goes wrong, part.

I am not in favor of taking from American labor anything
good that it now has or reducing its price. I am in favor of
maintaining and increasing it. I am not in favor of the con-
ditions spoken of by the gentleman from Illinois, and do not
know where men are working at that price. I would not toler-
ate them in any factory with which I was connected. If I
could not do better than that I would get out of that business.
Yet I am aware that there are certain kinds of business in our
counfry where these near-Americans are working, but we hope
they will come out of those conditions and be better and larger
and bigger at some later time. I will certainly turn in and try
to help them. Will you, gentlemen on the other side of the
aisle? [Applause on the Republican side.]

Mr. PAYNE, Mr. Chairman, I yield 80 minutes to the gentle-
man from Massachusetts [Mr., McCALL].

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, the schedule to which this bill
relates is one of two of the most complicated schedules in the
tariff. It is one tupon which only an expert is qualified to speak,
and an expert I do not claim in any sense to be. But there
are cerfain obvious things about this schedule and about this
bill which a novice may see, and some of these things I shall
attempt to bring to your attention.

In the first place, the business of manufacturing cotton is a
great national industry; it is not in any sense a sectional in-
dustry. There was a time when the manufacture of cotton was
confined largely to the New England States, but it is now an
important industry in, I think, 16 States of the Union; and in
the States of the Sounth, where in 1880 it had developed only to
a very slight extent, it has since that time increased more than
1,000 per cent; and they to-day make into cotton manufac-
tures more than 200,000 bales of cotton each year, more than
all the New England States combined. That shows that how-
ever well adapted the soil of the South is to the raising of the
cotton plant—and it has a practical monopoly in raising cotton
in all the world—yet it is no more adapted to that than are the
industry and genius of her people to the manufacture of that
plant into cotton goods. There is a tendency for gain there
which we have seen for 30 years, which Is still continuing, and
it is no idle dream to look two or three generations ahead and
see made on the southern soil nearly all the cotton that is
raised there; and, as I say, in the raising of cotton they have a
practical monopoly.

So there was no necessity, Mr. Chairman, even if gentlemen
wanted to be sectional, for them in revising the cotton manu-
facturing schedule to temper the bill 8o much fo the present con-
dition of the industry in the South, for they have not yet devel-

.oped in the South the manufacture of the higher grades as they
have in the North, but there is a constant improvement: and
if the anthors of this bill were considering merely the South and
had looked to the future, they would not have written in the
bill the sectional lines that I shall point out before I close.

This report, which has the appearance of a very learned docu-
ment, says that the cotten-manufacturing duties cost the Amer-
ican people some $200,000,000 a year. That I think is a pure
assumption; it is a pure guess; but it is interesting for another
purpose to consider the reasoning which the committee adopted
in reaching that conclusion. They say that the average ad
valorem of the cotton schedule is 56 per cent, and then they as-
sume that only one-half of that percentage is effective, and they
generously figure that half at 25 per cent, and they say 25 per
cent of the cotton duties are effective and the rest are surplus-
age. Now, that is an interesting admission, coming from the
greatest ageregation of free-trade statesmen at present perform-
ing on the Continent of North America [laughter]—that you can
not add the duty in fixing the price to a domestic consumer.
For they very generously throw out 31 per cent of this duty
which they say is not effective and should not be added to the

wrice.
3 But follow them one step further and see what they do. Hav-
ing decided that all above 25 per cent is surplusage and should

not count, they say they are going to relieve the people from rob-
bery and from extortion and from the greed that we have heard
about on this floor. How? Why, they are going to leave the
schedule at 27 per cent; they are going to leave the 25 per cent
and then add 2 per cent more for the robbers to come and go ou
to be sure that they get it all. [Laughter and applause on the
Republican side.]

This estimate, as I =aid, of the cost of the schedule at two
hundred millions is nothing more than a guess, I thiuk that the
same thing may be said of the estimate of the committee, that
the duties under the proposed Lill will stimulate impertations
only to the extent of $10,000,000 a year. I question very much
whether that is true. I do not know whether that estimate is
any nearer the truth than one I heard a few days ago by one of
the greatest cotton manufacturers in the country, who said that
the duty in this bill would stimulate importations to the amount
of $200,000,000 a year.

I think both are guesses, but with millions of idle spindles in
Europe, with enly half of the labor cost which we have in this
country, with the duties upon the Payne bill where you reduced
them at a point where there are millions of importations into
this country, it seems to me that if you cut those duties abso-
lutely in two you will stimulite importations many, many times
over $10,000,000 a year. I do not believe there is any escape
from that coneclusion.

But I said that this bill was drawn upon sectional lines. It
is put forth here as a general revision of the cotton schedule.
The first paragraph of the section relating to cloth fixes the
duty upon the low-grade cotton cioth at 15 per cent. Let us
see how that compares with the Payne bill. The Payne bill
fixes the duty upon cotton cloth np to 7 cents a yard at 1 cent
a yard. That is, upon cloth worth 7 cents a yard the Payne
duty would be 147 per cent. Under this bill it would be 15
per cent. As to the grades lower than 7 cents, let me shiow you
how you would get an increase of duty by the difference be-
tween the operation of a specific and an ad valorem duty.
Upon these lower grades of cotton, heavy in weight, often the
value of the raw material is the great cost of production,
Nearly two-thirds in some cases of the cost of goods, I under-
stand, is represented by the cost of the cotton. At 12 cents a
pound upon these lower grades you would get substantially the
same rate as you do upon the Payne bill. But suppose cotton
goes to 15 cents a pound, and the tendency is for a constant
increase in the price of cotton; you will get an increase in the
duty over the rate in the Payne bill. Then take the next step.
The cotton goods that are valued at 9 cents a yard under the
Payne bill, unbleached, carry a duty of 1} cenis a yard.

Under this bill the duty is 15 per cent ad valorem, which
will be 1.35 cents a yard, still an increase. Advance one step
further and get to the goods that are bleached, dyed, painted,
printed, and so forth, where up to 12 cents the Payne bill is
2 cents per yard, or 16§ per cent ad valorem. Your duty is
20 per cent, which is an increase of about 20 per cent over
the Payne bill duty. Get to the upper grades of cotton, where
the value of the raw material is a very slight element in the
cost of manufacture, where, perhaps, it is not over 4 per cent
of the cost of manufacture, where they have two and three and
four hundred threads to the inch, and where the great cost
is labor, goods that are manufactured for the wealthy people
and that are luxuries, and you give those consumers relief to
the extent of §0 per cent.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask
the gentleman a question.

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McCALL. Certainly.

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I will challenge the gentleman to show
from the returns of last year, published by the Treasury De-
partment, where the ad valorem rale in the Payne bill on the
same class of goods, the lower class of goods, is anywhere lower
than the.rate fixed in this bill.

Mr. McCALI. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman has been
paying attention to what I have been saying, he will know that
I have quoted from the Payne law, as it is contained in the
gentleman’s report, and from his bill, and if he will look over
the instances that I have cited he will find no reason o doubt
what I have said.

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that the
lowest rate in this bill is 20 per cent on the low class of goods,
and I would like to have the gentleman point out any class of
low goods—I do not meaun to take one particular itema—where it
is in the Payne bill anything like as low as that.

Mr. McCALL, What I have said will be printed in the
Recorp to-morrow morning, and I think if the gentleman will
examine it he will find that I have stated the exact truth, and

taken it from his bill and his version of the Payne bill,
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would state to the gentleman that I
am satisfied that in this low class of goods he will not find any-
where where the reduction in this bill i8 not very much greater
than the same class of goods in the Payne bill

Mr. McCALIL. If the gentleman will read his own report—

Mr. HILL. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman pardon me
just for a moment?

Mr. McCALL. Certainly.

Mr. HILL. I turned to this book incidentally—I have not
studied the question, and refer to the 9 cents a yard with a duty
at a cent and a quarter, and I find the ad valorem is 10.92 last
year——

Mr. McCALL. Well, I cited the cost to the House.

Mr. HILL. S8ix and thirty-six one-hundredths in 1909 and
9.17 the year before that.

Mr, McCALL. I cited three distinct instances to the House.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I stated to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts I did not refer to particular items, but to the general
class of goods proposged o be covered by the law. We must fake
the class together. I am not talking about a particular item.

Mr. HILL. This refers to bleached goods, value not over 9
cents per square yard, and not exceeding 50 threads to the
square inch, and which, I understand the gentleman, is 15 per
cent in his bill and 10 under the Payne bill.

Mr. McCALL. Painted and bleached is 20 per cent on the
12-cent grade. In the Payne bill it was 16§. That is, you have
inereased the duty on some of these cheap goods 20 per cent.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman can take an item here
and there where for some particular reason it may have been
brought in at a very low rate, but I say the class of lower goods
fixed in this bill is materially lower than the Payne bill and
lower than the upper ones as fixed in that bill. The gentleman
can not sustain his proposition.

Mr. McCALL, I am not imitating the method of reasoning
that gentlemen on the other side have adopted in treating what
is called the stepladder specifics, so as to show the great increase
of duty in the Payne bill, and the great mass of speeches on the
other side are built upon just such instances, T assert that there
is no substantial decrease on those lower kinds of cotton goods
and there are some very substantial increases, and I am willing
to stand upon that statement. Now, I am going to follow that
a step further. Here is a bill drawn avowedly, as the authors
say, in the interest of the masses of the people, and they take
the low-cost goods, the goods that are consumed by the poor
people, by the working people of the country, and they either do
not materially decrease the duties or they increase the duties,
and they take these luxurious fabrics in which labor is the
great cost, which are near silks, which are deemed luxuries and
which are consumed hy wealthy people, and to those people they
give a reduction to the extent of nearly 50 per cenf. That is,
this bill is drawn in the interest of the wealthy class and is
drawn in defiance of the interest of the great mass of the poor
people of the country. Now, why is this done? If you will look
over the statistics of manufactures you will find that the goods
to which I have been referring are manufactured chiefly in the
Southern States, and the goods to which the schedule applies
which are made in the South have very little reduction made
upon them, and some of them have increases made upon them.
That is, your bill draws a class line and it draws a sectional
line. Now, we know_that a great many of these cotton goods
that are being made in the northern mills to-day are very high-
priced and that the ehief cost in the production is the cost of
labor, Suppose we cut down the duties—and there are now
millions of importations of such goods under this schedule—
suppose we cut down the duties, why, obviously, with duties at
the importing point, the foreign goods will come in in greater
yolume, and- the only way in which our manufacturers can
meet them is to ent down the cost of production. They can not
redunce the price of cotton. The price of eotton is not very ma-
terial in the production of those goods, but, even if it were
material, they can not reduce it, but their great item in the cost
of production is the cost of labor, the wages of labor, and it is
inevitable, if our mills desire to keep running under this drastic
cut that you have here, that the wage cost of the goods should
be reduced.

I am not able to see upon just what theory this bill is drawn.
If you look at the importations you will find that in those para-
graphs where there are now practically no fmportations, where
we have no foreign competitor, where the duty is prohibitive,
they keep the duties where they are or they increase them. Cer-
tainly they ecan not be upon a revenue basis. And upon the
other goods, where we have free importations, they make a
still further cut.

Now, gentlemen talk abont the prineiple of tariff for revenue
only. You would think from the way they argue about that

sacred dogma that it was contained in the Constitution of the
United States. But Congress has the power to levy taxes and
duties and imposts without any limitation, and it can exercise
its high sovereign prerogative and discretion in any way that
it thinks would be for the benefit of the country. But gentle-
men contend that they are to exercise this taxing power with-
out reference to the consequences upon the condition of the
country or upon production. Why, in that way you would im-
pose upon a given industry a tax which might prevent it from
growing. It might prevent it from reaching that stage where it
would be a great revenue producer, where it would add to the
wealth of the country and to the efliciency of the taxing power
of the country. It is a very narrow view to take that in draw-
ing a revenue bill you are to proceed with regard to revenue
only and that you are not to consider in the exercise of your dis-
cretion its incidental and most far-reaching effects~

Now, there is the wool bill, which the House has just sent
back to the Senate and upon which it has asked for a confer-
ence. Let me call your attention to the progress of this bill
through the House. When it first appeared here there were a
large number of gentlemen upon that side of the House in favor
of the ancient Democratic doctrine of free wool.

A candidate of that party three times for the Presidency and
its leader declared himself in favor of free wool; and, after a
great effort, helped along and seconded by the Democratic cau-
cug, they finally decided to impose a revenue duty of 20 per
cent upon wool, a result much at variance with the recent
practices and professions of the party and with the belief of its
leaders. And but a little while ago we saw all the Democratie
Members. of another legislative body in this country voting
unanimously in favor of the duty of 35 per cent upon raw wool,
a percentage which in times when wool was high and when we
specially would want to get it into the country at as low a rate
as possible would give an equivalent specific rate equal to the
rate in the present Payne law. And that is the bill that has
been sent back to the House and which the House to-day has
complaisantly asked for a conference upon. Now, I remember
bearing read in this House on a somewhat parallel oceasion,
when the Wilson bill was returned here with some 640 amend-
ments, a letter from the Democratic President of the TUnited
States denouncing that measure as one of “party perfidy and
party dishonor,” and yet, after the pretense of a struggle, I
saw the Democratic House of Representatives accept every
amendment proposed by the Senate. I do not know what you
gentlemen propose to-day. I do not know how far the alliance
has progressed, but I am wondering if you are going to imitate
yvour predecessors in the Fifty-third Congress, when you will
perhaps not even get a tariff bill, but when you will have the
pleasure of surrendering your principles and of committing an
act of party perfidy and party dishonor,

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman——

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Massachusetis
yield to the gentleman from Kentucky?

Mr. McCALL. Yes.

Mr. SHERLEY. While the gentleman is trying to anticipate
the future, could he tell us what the Republican President would
be likely to do with the bill when it came up to him?

Mr. McCALL. I will give my guess at it. I do not pretend
to know what the President will do, I see what the newspapers
are saying, which is that he will veto the bill. And I am won-
dering if that should happen if the gentlemen on the other side
will be seen to go down with their ship of tariff reform or
whether they will be upon a protective bark. [Applause on the
Republican side].

Now, this industry is one of the great industries in the United
States. It is a great American industry, and I believe can be
made a distinetive American industry. We have, as I said, n
monopoly of the raising of the cotton plant, and I believe that,
ultimately, under wise laws, we will approach a monopoly in the
manufacture of cottons.

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman rie‘{d"

Mr. McCALL., I will

Mr. COOPER. The gentleman left his statement as to the
rate of duty under the Wilson bill. The Wilson law put wool
on the free list, did it not?

Mr. McCALL. Yes. Even that measure of “party perfidy
and party dishonor” had wool on the free list. They had some
Democratie features left in their bill

Mr. COOPER. As I heard the gentleman, it seemed he left
it where we would understand that it was 20 per cent.

Mr. McCALL. No; I did not mean that. The Wilson bill
provided for free wool.

Mr. COOPER, It made wool free, but put 70 per cent tax
on rice, [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.]
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Mr. McOALL. The total production of our cotton manu-
facturers to-day is close to the billion mark. They employ more
than half a million people, and the wages of that industry give
sustenance and support probably to 2,000,000 people. It is a
great industry, and it deserves fair treatment. It deserves
fairer treatment than it is likely to get upon the bill based upon
this voluminous repert containing crude assumptions and mutu-
ally destructive theories and undigested statistics that make this
great volume bulge from one end to the other with inaccuracies.
[Applause on the Republican side.]

If we are to deal with this industry, let us deal with it intel-
ligently. Let us at least pass a bill, in the passing of which
we can maintain serious countenanees. If we are going fo lead
it to the slaughter, let us carve it into a dish fit for the gods
and not hew it into a carcass fit for the hounds. [Applause on
the Republican side.] And for my part, I do not propose to
join in a night assault which may be destructive of one of the
fairest of American industries.

It has been well known, Mr. Chairman, that the Tariff Board
is investigating this question. There could not be an abler
tribunal for the consideration of an economic question than is
the Tariff Board. It has at the head of it Prof. Emery, who
was at the head of the department of economies in Yale Uni-
versity. It has one of the leading members of the faculty of
the University of Virginia. It has men who are expert in
economic lines. And they have been investigating this question,
and have promised a report to this Congress by the 1st of
December next.

Your own bill, by its terms, does not take effect until the 1st
of January, and why should we not wait until we can avail
ourselves of the studies of that board and have the evidence
which they are gathering, so that it may help us in what we
are about to do? I think this bill is emphatically a leap in the
dark. It may be that some of these duties should be deereased.
I should be willing to vote that they should be decreased, but I

think that before I so vote I am justified in awaiting the evi--

dence of this board, for the principle of which—that of a
Tariff Commission—so many eminent gentlemen on that side of
the House voted only last winter.

Now, I had in view to say a few words upon the general
result of the Payne bill during its operation.

Mr. PAYNE. We will give you more time.

Mr., McCALL. T have heard gentlemen on the other side
claim that the Payne bill increased duties. We have in this
very report a statement that the duties in the cotton schedule
were inereased from 25 to 460 per cent, and yet in another place
they say the average inerease of duties was from 54 to 56 per
cent. That is 2 per cent. They do not mention the fact that by
reason of a decision of the courts separating a proviso from the
paragraph which the authors of the Dingley bill intended to
have it apply to and in connection with which it was enforeed
for four years that the duties on luxurious cotton fabrics were
reduced from 60 per cent to 4 and 5 per cent. There was an in-
crease in those instances in the Payne bill, and the justice of
making them is shown in this very bill, because you increase
those duties at least 500 per cent over what they were in the
Dingley bill. And it wounld be a gross distortion of the idea of
Democracy for anyone to stand for the theory that the low-
priced goods should pay 15 or 20 or 25 per cent on coming into
this country while the luxurious fabrics should come in for only
b per cent.

I was going to say a word about the general operation of the
Payne bill. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hiwr] has
handed me a letter which he received from the Department of
Commerce and Labor, responding to a request by him for a
statement showing the average ad valorem rate of duties on im-
ports during the fiseal year just ended. From that it appears
that the free imports into the United States during the year
ending on June 30 last were $777,000,000; that the dutiable im-
ports were $749,000,000—that is, that more than half of all the
goods coming into this country came in under the Payne bill free
of all duty—and that the customs receipts were $313,000,000,
showing an average ad valorem duty upon all goods of 20.54 per
cent, which is lower than the rate under the Dingley law, lower
than the rate under the Democratic Wilson law, and lower than
that under the McKinley law.

If you will look at the figures showing the operation of the
Wilson bill, of the Dingley bill, and of the MeKinley bill during
the full period when they were in force you will find that the
Payne law shows a lower ad valorem upon dutiable goods than
any of them. If shows a lower ad valorem upon all goods com-
ing into the country than any of them, and especially for the
year 1910, which was the last full year that I had when I made
the comparison. It shows a reduction from the Dingley duties

averaging 17 per cent upon dutiable goods. And yet gentlemen
say that this was a revision upward. J

And not merely did it reduce the duty upon dutiable goods
from the Dingley bill 17 per cent, but it has put great items
like hides upon the free list entirely, which do not appear at all
in that caleculation.

For the first time in the history of the country during the last
year the total exports from this country fo other countries ex-
ceeded $2,000,000,000. We had the greatest foreign trade that
we have ever had.

Mr., Chairman, when we come to consider these simple facts,
first that under the Payne bill we have the greatest exports that
we ever had and for the first time more than $2;000,000,000;
that we have the greatest foreign trade that we ever had; that
we have a less average ad valorem on dutiable goods than under
any of the last four great tariff bills; and that we have a less
ad valorem upon all goods than under any of the last great
tariff bills, ineluding even the Democratic Wilson bill, it seems
to me if these facts can be made known, the clamor, the preju-
dice, and the misinformation that have been scattered abroad
about this bill will be dispelled, and that it will be seen to
accomplish some of the great objects for which a revenue bill is
established.

And then let me ecall your attention to one other matter.
During the two years before the Payne bill took effect we had a
deficit of about $80,000,000, or about $40,000,000 a year.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts has expired.

Mr. PAYNE. I yield to the gentleman 10 minutes more.

Mr. McCALL. We were not at liberty to throw away revenue.
We had to address ourselves to the problem of providing money
to meet the running expenses of the Government. What was
the result? Although in the two years preceding the operation
of this bill the average deficit was §40,000,000, in the first year
in which this bill was in operation the surplus was $15,000,000
and in the second year it was $47,000,000. [Applause on the
Republican side.] We had an average surplus in the two years
of $30,000,000; and if gentlemen on the other side of the House
want to study a way by which they may create a system for
revenue only or a system that will benefit the country or that
will extend its foreign trade or that will increase its domestie
indistry, I commend them to the study of the provisions of the
Payne law. [Applause on the Republican side.]

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose, and Mr., BurresoN having
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the
Senate by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that the
Senate had insisted upon its amendments to joint resolution
(H. J. Res. 130) making appropriations of certain expenses of
the House of Representatives, incident to the first session of the
Sixty-gsecond Congress, disagreed to by the House of Representa-
tives, had disagreed to the amendment of the House to the
amendment of the Senate No. 2, had agreed to the conference
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon, and had appointed Mr. WarreN, Mr. Gausrg, and Mr.
CursersoN as the conferees on the part of the Senate.

THE COTTON SCHEDULE.

The committee resumed its session, .

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I yield 20 minutes to the
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. ATgEN].

Mr. ATKEN of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, the Demo-
cratic Party, in control of the lower House, has undertaken
revision downward of certain tariff schedules that are noto-
riously oppressive.

In so far as the Senate is concerned no revision would be
possible but for the indignant ery of the people, who had repu-
dinted the Payne-Aldrich monstrosity. Even a Republican Presi-
dent, whose signature made this act a law, admifs that many
of the schedules are indefensible, particularly the wool schedule.

Under the present high tariff rates, which have existed with
few changes during a long pericd of unbroken Republican rule,
monopolies and combines have sprung up a hundred times
greater in number than during any like perlod of this country's
history. So bold, so oppressive, so shamelessly corrupt and cor-
rupting have been these creatures of Republican misrule that
even the fostering mother, the Republican Party